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1997 STADIUM 
DEMOLITION
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Post Olympics
Turner Field & 
Braves Baseball 
Stadium
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Prospective Purchaser 
Corrective Action Plan 
(PPCAP) 
November 2016
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Current Turner Field 
Redevelopment 
Status
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GSU’s Remaining
Redevelopment 
Parcels
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SUBSURFACE CONDITIONS IN BALLFIELD
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■ Debris-laden fill encountered up to12 feet thick in borings

■  GPR confirmed a range of fill depths 

■ PAHs detected in 42 of 61 soil samples

■ VOCs detected in 6 soil samples

■ Groundwater not impacted, flow to southwest 

■ VOCs detected in soil vapor



GPR Results at 
GSU’s Ballfield 
Parcel Found 
Debris-laden Fill 
from Atlanta-Fulton 
County Stadium 
Implosion
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PPCAP AMENDMENT JANUARY 2024
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■ Technically impracticable to remove debris-laden fill layer

■ Leave in-place and use (1) hardcover, (2) two feet of clean fill, or (3) geotextile under one foot of clean fill

■ Clean fill to be imported and qualified

■ Impacted fill removed from the site to be properly disposed

■ Vapor intrusion risk to be evaluated

■ Manage ballfield as a restricted use zone (RUZ)
under a Uniform Environmental Covenant (UEC) 
and a Monitoring & Maintenance Plan (MMP) 

PPCAP AMENDMENT JANUARY 2024



Architectural 
Concept
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Current 
Design 
Under 
Construction
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Current Site Conditions

Pavement Stripped Rubble Debris in Fill Underground Detention
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Stitch Project: GDOT Corridor 
Phase I ESA –

GIS, AI, and Professional 
Judgement
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Agenda

Project Scope and Context
The Stitch Project focused on a large-scale Phase I ESA for a linear GDOT corridor with 
complex data and geographic extent.

Challenges
The size of the corridor, long and complex history, correlation of data

Technology Integration
GIS and AI tools were used to centralize data collection, streamline workflows, and 
improve assessment efficiency.

Environmental Professional Oversight
Despite technological advances, expert judgement was essential for evaluating 
environmental conditions and regulatory compliance.

Scalable Solutions
The project demonstrated the value of scalable, technology-enabled approaches to 
manage corridor-wide environmental assessments.





Scope of Work and Regulatory Context

Comprehensive Corridor Assessment
The project assessed hundreds of parcels and rights-of-way across a large 
transportation corridor in Atlanta, requiring extensive data review.

Data Sources and Regulatory Review
EDR listings, aerial photos, regulatory databases, and historical documentation were 
used to evaluate historical and environmental conditions.

Orphan Site Identification
Special focus was placed on orphan sites with limited historical records but requiring 
evaluation under ASTM standards.

Regulatory Compliance and Oversight
The scope aligned with GDOT and ASTM E1527-21 - ensuring consistent data reliability 
and compliance.



Project Challenges

Data Volume Challenges
Large number of sites generated vast field observations and documents, 
increasing risk of errors and data duplication.

Complex Data Organization
Aligning field observations with historical and regulatory data required careful 
correlation and structured workflows.

Urban Environment Complexity
Urban data noise from overlapping land uses, address changes, and multiple 
business names complicated site identification.



GIS Use in Field Activities

Real-Time Tracking
GIS enabled real-time tracking of field sites, preventing duplicate visits and 
missed parcels.

Integrated Parcel Identification
Parcel IDs embedded in digital forms created a unified reference across 
datasets including historical and regulatory data.

Georeferenced Photographs
Field photos were georeferenced and annotated for spatial context and 
immediate GIS accessibility.

Spatial Accuracy and Communication
GIS use ensured spatial accuracy, improved team communication, and supported 
consistent project reporting.



GIS Use in Field Activities

Figure 1. Example 
screenshot of how field 
maps appeared on mobile 
devices in the field.

Figure 2. Field forms 
automatically populated 
with parcel number and 
address to reduce error.

Figure 3. Field Maps 
allowed for geotagging 
and comments on photos 
that stayed organized on 
the back-end.



GIS Use in Reporting

Consistent Geospatial Framework
Using a uniform geospatial framework ensured report figures matched field 
observations and regulatory data accurately.

Automated Figure Preparation
GIS automation minimized manual figure creation and reduced transcription 
errors during report preparation.

Georeferenced Photo Logs
Photo logs with georeferencing and field comments were easily incorporated 
as supporting evidence within reports.

Enhanced Report Clarity
GIS-supported reporting visually linked findings and site observations, improving 
clarity for reviewers and stakeholders.



Feeling 
overwhelmed 
by data and 

visual chaos?



AI Applications in Historical and Regulatory Review

AI Supporting Historical Review
AI tools helped confirm historical sources for 
suspected past automotive and dry-cleaning 
site uses, improving review completeness.

Enhanced Regulatory Search
AI expanded database search logic to identify 
regulatory listings despite naming variations 
or address inconsistencies.

Quality Assurance and 
Validation
AI flagged potential discrepancies to support 
quality control, with human experts 
validating all AI findings for reliability.



Environmental Professional Oversight

Data Interpretation
Environmental Professionals retained 
responsibility for interpreting historical use, 
regulatory listings, and field observations 
under ASTM E1527‑2.

Professional Judgement
GIS and AI tools were used to support data 
organization, completeness, and QA/QC but 
did not replace professional judgement.

Determination of 
Environmental Conditions
All conclusions regarding environmental 
conditions were made by the Environmental 
Professional based on validated information.



Solutions, Limitations, and Lessons Learned

Solutions Implemented

• Locate and leverage 
existing data sets

• Centralized data 
management using a 
single, consistent 
identifier (i.e., 
parcel‑based GIS 
framework)

• AI‑assisted search and 
QA/QC used to 
improve completeness 
and consistency

• Version control and 
structured workflows 
reduced duplication 
and error risk

Limitations and Guardrails

• AI does not provide 
professional judgement 
or regulatory conclusions

• All AI outputs treated as 
leads, not findings

• Environmental 
Professional validation 
required at all decision 
points

Lessons Learned

• Pick a constant data 
anchor early (parcel ID, 
site ID) and build 
everything around it

• Use AI to surface 
inconsistencies, not to 
resolve them

• Technology improves 
efficiency only when 
paired with EP 
oversight


