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22 0.14 ; 0.02 neg.
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Table 2 MAfHo] Tele HERYY MEHK

N 256 l>128l >64 (>3 >160 >3 | >4 >z <2 ] @ 0 @ | g 5 %
g\ mm ‘ | ! ‘ I : \ fmm) . (mm) 1/Q3 (kg)
1% — 7.9 162 26.0 519 501 648 66.7 190.0] 46.3¢ 1.27 6.0 184.0
—| 4.0 20.3 46.1 60.5 65.4) 71.6 74.00 99.8 55.7 1.87  5.46 113.0
4| 142 643 72.5 80.9 8.9 357 87.7] 88.0 99.9] 215.2 51.96  2.04 2011
9 | — 3.0 640 68°6 73.5 829 8.6 83.9 1001 1522 144 10.24 100.5
15 | —| 47.6 63.1 70.7 749 7.4 8.8 820 99.8) 180.9  16.0,  3.36 1226
16 | | 36.5 53.5 642 7.0 73.3 75.4 77.4 99.8] 1631 400 6.39 205. 4
17 | — 0.4 451 50.00 58.3 63.1f 72.00 75.9 99.8 1748 264 814 155.8
18 | 129 38.3 55.6 649 722 753 s29f ss8 99.7] 1873 o984 436 158.7
16 | 13.1 4.7 47.2 55.2! 63.6 68.7 74.5 79.8100.0] 187.3  4.29  6.68 206. 4
20 | ~| —| 388 530 705 8.8 8.1 889 %7 sL5 130 25 122
2l | 25.4) 53.1 63.6 71.5 76.7 8.9 87.1 89.1100.1] 2741 19.69 3.73 127.9
24 | —| 21.8 49.8 61.2 69.1 78.8 77.3 90.3 100.0f 93.7 10.2] 3.0 102.8
2% | — 15.6 31.9) 44.00 57.6 66.9 78.7 82.2 100.3 87.39 4.92 4.2 188.2
27 | 10.00 30.7) 44.6 33.6 60.3 67.0] 74.4 77.0] 99.9 138.9
28 | 37.8 51.2 66.5 70.3 75.0 77.5 77.8 78.3 99.9] 337.6 16.9 4.59 147.8
20 | — 18 30.3 53.0 69.8 77.7 82.1 83.2(100.3 100.4] 1131 2.98 104.0
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w x| 4| ~—| —| so100] — —| s0100f — 1 12 100{ — 5 55100 — — 28 100
15 —| 33 80 100) —| 51| 83 1000 —| 32 74 1001 2| 15 53/ 100§ — — _1 —
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® & 18| —| 9o 78 100{ = 16 76100 13 54 7810 9 4z 85100 — — & 100
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2| 18 7 98100 17 42 9 100 2 L0 | B/ 79100 —f | = -
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! 3 4
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(8) W.C. Krumbein and J.S. Griffith, “Beach Environment in Little Sister Bay,

Geological Socicty of America, Vol 49, p. 643
(9) W.C. Krumbein and J.S. Griffith, op. cit.,
10) K.O. Emery, op. cit., pp- 39—40
11) Ibid.
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12) W.C. Bradley, “Origin of Marine-Terrace Deposits in the Santa Cruz Area, California,” B.G.S.A. 1957, Vol

68, pp. 430432
13) Ibid.
14) W.C, Bradley, op. cit., p. 429

15) O.D. von Engeln, Geomorphology, #ati:, £iHEE, A2, 1962, p. 585

16) W.C, Bradley, op. cit., p. 429,

17) Ibid. o 5|/ # D.L. Inman and W.H. Quinn ¢ “Currents in the Surf Zone,” Second Conf. Coastal Eng.
Proc., Council on Wave Research, Univ. Calif., Berkeley, pp. 24—36
18) W.C. Bradley, op. cit., p. 428; Ph. H. Kuenen, op. cit., p. 269

19) Ph. H. Kuenen, op.cit., p. 269..

23) A.]. Moss, “The Physical Nature of Comm:n Sandy and Pebbly Deposits,” Part 11, American Jourral of

Science, Vol. 261, 1963, p. 320
21) Ph. H. Kuenen, op. cit., p. 227
22) W.C. Bradley, op. cit., p. 421
23) K.O. Emery, op.cit., p. 48
24) Ibid.
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25) W.C. Bradley, op.cit.. p. 440
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B o4 & K 5 13 7
A e nE & 72 63

26) A.M. Bateman, The Formaticn of Mineral Deposits, EmEEel ZFE X, A%, 1960, p. 175.
27) R.Ho,“Surface Concreations of Singapore Island,” Proceedings of 1.G.U. Regional Conference in Japan, 1957,

Tokyo, 1959, p. 131
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28) FERA HEE, “HAA AT HAGAN AATFE,”

29) W.C. Bradley, “Submarine Abrasion and Wavecut
30) Ph. H. Kuenen, op. cit., p. 304
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A Geomorphic Study of Erosion Surface along
the Coast of Cheong-dong Area, East
Coast of Korea.

Summary :

Erosion surfaces along the coast of Cheong-
dong area consist of a cut bedrock mantled by
deposits. The thickness of the sediments is gen-
erally 5-10 meters, however, in some parts exc-
eeds 20 meters. The depositional surface has
very gentle slope,generally less than 2 degree or
almost flat.

An investigation shows that some parts of
the deposits are formed by marine and some are
not marine origin. Beach sands of marine depo-
sits are covered by the nonmarine sediments.
Beach sands are placed on the sandstone gravels
and the gravels cover the bedrock surface. The
general textural characteristics of the gravels are:

(@ The gravel sizes vary from granule to
boulder in most areas, even on the coastal
margin of the surface.

@ The gravels at the coastal margin are

32) W.C. Bradley, 1957, Op. Cit., p. 422

Manik Hwang.

noticeably coarser than the average sizes of
gravels at the mountain slope.

@ The sorting of the gravels is very poor and
sorting-coefficent shows 2.04~10.24.

@ A considerable portion of this gravel is
well rounded but in some cases the roundness is
below (.5, particularly at the coastal margin.

(& More rounded and spherical gravels are found
at the mountain slope than at the coastal margin.

According to the above characteristcs of the
gravels, these can not be wave-cut platform
deposits. Also they are not deposits of the ret-
reat period of the sea.

Some of the bedrock surfaces have considerable
relief. Considering the gravel charateristics and
the relief of the bedrock surfaces, reached a
conclusion that the cut bedrock surfaces were
not originaily developted by the forces of wave

action.



