1. INTRODUCTION

Road cuts created next to highways pose a problem for human life. Disturbances on road cuts such as
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2. SLOPE STABILITY PROBABILITY CLASSIFICATION (SSPC)

Table 2. Discontinuity properties of the rocks at each road cut

Table 1. Exposure rock properties at each road cut

Assessment of Slope Stability of Various Cut Slopes with Effects of Weathering by Using Slope Stability Probability
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3. DISCUSSIONS & CONCLUSIONS
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