
 
 
 

BLM DISCLAIMER 
 
 
This portion of the Christo and Jeanne-Claude Over the RiverTM Design and Planning 
Report you are about to access was prepared by the applicant’s consultants. The 
document’s content, including alternatives and impact analysis, were developed solely by 
the applicant and do not represent the BLM’s position, policy, or procedures. The 
information and data presented in this report will be thoroughly evaluated by the 
contractor selected by BLM to prepare the Environmental Impact Statement. The artists 
will be submitting additional material to BLM in the near future which will be posted to 
this site following agency review. 
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