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Photography – 

 Deconstructed, 

 Decoded and 

 Demistified 
elivian.nl  – high quality, poorly written 

 
Is this for you? 
 
Do you consider yourself hobby photographer without professional ambition? 
Do you want to take better pictures with minimal effort? 
 
Then yes! 
 
Do you just want to take pictures to show people back home without any effort? 
Do you want to take pictures of people? 
Do you want to learn from a professional? 
Do you want to spend hours to create the perfect artistic surrounding for your picture? 
Do you want to learn how to edit pictures on the computer? 
 
Then no, better find some place else to learn! (sorry for not meeting your needs). 
 
So I’m not professional, I haven’t read anything. My only experience is from taking over 25000 
pictures and spending a lot of time determining which I liked best. In this article I will focus on the 
20% which makes up 80% of the beauty of a picture. I therefore have 3 general principles for you 
and end with 10 special types of pictures which work in nearly every situation. 
 
In order to learn convey as much about photography as possible I will focus on beautiful pictures of 
mundane surroundings. Keeping the beautiful subjects (Niagara Falls, Machu Pichu, Northern lights, 
Lions) out of the scope will allow you to focus on the added value of the photography. If you can 
take pictures of mundane things you can definetly do the special things.  
 
In my quest for appropriate pictures I also looking into the collection of friends (Yaël/Frederick in 
Peru, Guus/Daniel cycling the Netherlands-China, Kristin, Harry and Frans). I didn’t mention the 
photographers per picture so as to avoid any sense of competition. 
 
For all pictures I try to discuss as much good/weak points as possible. I hope this will make you see 
patterns even when I’m not pointing them out. Sometimes I will not make sense. This isn’t your 
fault, it probably is me trying (and failing) to put a feeling to words. 
 
So, let us start.  
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1. General principles 

1.1 Declutter 
A common mistake people make is that they want to put as much as they can on a picture. The 
result is sometimes a confusing picture where it is unclear to the viewer where to focus his/her 
attention on.  
 

 
 
A decent picture, but where to focus the attention on? Is it the sun-lit buildings on the left? The 
painted building in the middle-left which takes up a lot of space? The girl in the bright pink dress 
moving away from us? The people closest to us on the right? 
 

 
 
Same story here. The snowdrops in the front are obviously interesting but cover a too small area of 
the picture to really  draw attention. The winding road is interesting as well, but is drowned in all the 
other details (people on the left, trees, lamppost, bush, people in the distance). 
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It is usually best to pick 1 or 2 object(s) to focus on, and perhaps also include a relatively muted 
background: less is more. Frequently you want to zoom in just a little more and leave more out. 
 

 
 
A fascinating setting but where to look? The attention is draw towards the lightest spot (to the upper 
right of the sitting woman). But there isn’t really something to keep the eye there. 
 

 
 
The foreground is a bit busy. The background is great though (relatively simple) and the large plain of 
sand on the bottom is good as well. 
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Lovely! We’ve got a clear object (the woman) and a beautiful ‘background’. It also has an interesting 
story (the woman nearly dissappearing between all the fruit, making the woman seem even smaller 
or the pile of fruit seem even bigger). The pile of fruit seems to continue even where the picture ends. 
The left-most part of the picture is still a little bit cluttered, but this matters less as it is darker than 
the front. I would be interested to see the same picture but taken from a slightly lower standpoint 
(more on the same height as the woman) and perhaps taking a step to the left.  
 

 
 
Exactly the same picture as before except for a little post-editing (declutter). It suddenly has become 
a much better picture. It might be even better if the standing girl wouldn’t have been there. 
 
Decluttering is especially important if your picture will be viewed on a small screen (often). Also 
taking pictures horizontally is usually preferred (will be viewed larger). 
 
So, to sum up: choose your battles carefully, don’t be afraid to use big planes of color/subject 
(sand/pile of fruit) and ensure you know what your main object(s) is (are) of your picture. In the next 
section we will look into how to arrange these objects for maximal viewing experience 
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1.2 Composition 
 
Although there any many theories about golden ratio’s and all different kind of compositions I have 
found that many are too restrictive. The rule that does seem to hold is that you don’t want the 
object of the picture to be just off-center or near the edge. I’ve made two extremely ugly and 
inaccurate pictures but they should convey the gist of it. 
 
If you have 2 objects a standard composion is as seen on the right picture (or mirrored). If you have 
1 object you usually either place it at the place of the 1 (just leaving out the 2) or in the center (with 
symmetric sides). 
 

        
 
 
Composition is all about directing the eye of the viewer, so it is important to know what draws the 

eye (things that catch the eye are also more likely to be the ‘center’ of your object). 

 Light 

 Color 

 Anything big 

 Faces 

 Detail 

 Where people are looking 

 Where things (people) are moving 

 Finally: the eye tends to follows lines 
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The primary object is just a little too close to the border. This makes me wonder if she truly is the 

primary object, or is the background the purpose of this picture? A little step to the left would have 

made her move slightly more to the center and might have improved the composition. 

 

Perfect. A clear colorful primary object on a dull background. The secondary object (the road) is 

slightly lighter and contains a couple of specks of color. Stan’s head actually ends just above halfway, 

it might have been even better to slightly bend the nees here to make his head move up a little more. 
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This composition feels off to me. The woman is in the center, but then, she is facing to the right and 

her surroundings aren’t symmetric (a line moving from the center to the right). Perhaps if the camera 

was moved a little to the right making her fill the left part (but not the border) of the picture (and her 

feet and the thing she is holding the bottom) it would have been more pleasant. This would also 

declutter the left (if it wouldn’t be in the picture) 

 

Better.Perhaps it might have been taken even a little more to the left to move me a little more off-

center? 
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One big object which is positioned in the center. It kind of works because of all the horizontal lines 

making it horizontally symmetric. I woul have positioned the central object a little more upwards to 

lift it off the halfway line. This would make the viewer focus more on the people just beneath the 

arch. 

 
 
Lovely! The two heads together form a single object and the center position works well because of 
the simple (uncluttered/symmetric) background. Lovely colors as well. 
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1.3 Depth 
There are a couple of disadvantages of pictures. The obvious lack of sound and movement are two 
obvious disadvantages. Perhaps less obvious but as least as important (I think) are the lack of a 
depth (3rd dimension) and that fact that it has borders. I’ll discuss a couple of ways to do this. But 
first 2 pictures which lack most of these and therefore lack depth. 
 

 
 
This was one of the steepest and highest hills I’ve ever been on. It was windy and I was scared to just 
stand where I took this picture. None of this transferred to the picture. (If you look carefully you 
might see the path continueing in a zigzag pattern in the bottomleft) Alhough the composition is 
okay-ish the picture isn’t that great. 
 

 
 
Especially forests suffer from the lack of depth. Trees get stacked together and result in a cluttered 
look completely lacking the vibrant richness of the forest. This picture also misses a foreground 
object. 
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1.3.1 Lighting 

The easiest way to obtain depth in a picture is by light. Our minds know how light works and can 
construct depth. This partially explains why it is much much easier to make nice looking photographs 
when the sun is shining. 
 

 
 
Without the light on the back and ceiling of this recline there would have been no depth whatsover. It 
would have been even better if there would have been sunlight at the bottom of the picture to give 
texture to the ground there. This, combined with the lack of a good foreground objective and the lack 
of color makes this a bland picture. 
 

                   
 
The sun in this forest avoids cluttering and ensure there is sufficient depth in these forests. Sun 
usually works best if it comes from the side, sun from the back is the worst. 
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I love this picture. The composition is decent (perhaps a little too much air on top?), a great object 

(colorful and nice story), there is little clutter and it has a lovely background.The background has 

some depth due to the layering (white mountains behind the other mountains) but the first mountain 

ridge doesn’t have much depth (this is okay I guess as it is just background) but contrast this to the 

following picture: 

 

Very similar to the background in the previous picture but this has amazing depth! Even though it 

lacks a foreground object there is still plenty to see in this picture and the dark lower right corner and 

light top ensure this picture doesn’t feel too cluttered. On the other hand, this picture did receive less 

likes than the picture above (lack of foreground object?). 
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A boring object, interesting colors, an interesting pattern and because of the near perpendicular light 
the texture of this object becomes clear. 
 

 
 
You can also use this to look muscular. 
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1.3.2 Lines 

The mind knows how (straight) lines are supposed to move and can use these to construct depth. 
Depth by lines increases as you zoom out (more on this later). 
 

 
 
A classic example. Even though it lacks an interesting foreground object and lacks interesting colors 
the picture is still interesting to look at. 
 

 
 
The lines need not even be straight, the mind just need to know how the lines are ‘supposed’ to go. 
This picture also achieves part of its depth by people becoming thinner in the distance and the 
horizontal rivers.  
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1.3.3 Reference entity 

For certain objects the mind knows their size and can use this to infer depth. Humans usually work 
well. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
The bright red ‘foreground’ object (raft) is really 
small and know we get a feel for the size of this 
river. The composition seems good, I don’t like the 
cables crossing the picture, the water in the bottom-
right seems a little too bright and the lighting isn’t 
really special. Otherwise a decent picture. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 

Without the car this picture would have been horrible. Now with the car it is pretty funny. I like the 
composition (position of the car and the 2 straight lines). In this case there is no light to bring depth 
to this mountainside, which is actually great as it makes it look even more steep. I do miss something 
interesting happening or some color (a differently colored car? the mountainside being overgrown 
with an interesting plant?). 
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1.3.4 Blur 

Our eyes are pretty similar to a camera. We both have a lens before the light is captured, and we 
both have trouble seeing the distant and the close clear at the same time.  
 
This is caused by the width of our lens, a wider lens means more trouble seeing the distant and close 
clearly at the same time. This also explains why older people tend to see worse when there is little 
light (little light -> wider iris -> wider lens -> more trouble seeing), it also explains why the first 
cameras didn’t even need a lens (if the hole is small enough everything will be clear anyway). It can 
also explains why people sometimes squint to read (artificially reducing the size of the lens).  
 
But anyway, you can use this to increase the depth in your pictures. Cheaper camera’s have difficulty 
to induce blur (everything is usually clear) but with more expansive reflex camera it is easy to induce 
blur (choose a wider aperture). With cheaper camera’s you can focus on something really close to 
increase blur. 
 

 

A boring picture, but it does show you blur and that it creates depth . 

 

 

 

Although good use of lines and lighting for texture the 

real effect of depth comes through the blurryness of the 

background. It is too bad the horizon is so skewed.   
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Fog or the natural foggyness associated with the distance can create depth in a way similar to blur. 
In this picture the light is great as well. A light tree on the left against a dark background, the great 
texture of the trees on the right. The composition is okay but it might have been better if the tower 
would have been slightly more to the right.  
 
 

 
 
Fog and blurryness are also great ways to declutter. Who knows what might have been looming in 
the distance if not for the fog. The composition is great in this picture, as well as the single bright red 
on an otherwise relatively muted canvas.  
 
Be careful with fog because usually it just removes proper lighting and pictures frequently end up 
seeming dull and boring.  
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1.3.5 Stacking 

Having things overlap allows our mind to get a sense of depth (since it knows that if one thing 
overlaps another than one must be in front of the other). So having things overlap is a way to 
increase depth. 
 

 

Although this was a long table, it wasn’t as long as it seems in this picture. The lines help to give this 

additional depth, but I think what really helps with the distance is the chairs on the left. Having 6 

chairs in a row makes the table seem really long. Three lamps might help as well. I like the 

composition in this picture. I don’t like the color and light (too bright background, the foreground is 

either too bright or too dark) and I think the right 20% is a bit cluttered. 

 
 
This pictures has great depth as it combines fogginess in the distance with stacking the mountians in 
front of eachother. The light naturally guides your eye to the highlight of this picture. It is too bad 
that the left mountain lacks texture and that the right-bottom is a bit cluttered. 
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1.3.6 Cutoff 

Starting at (about) age 1 our mind figures out that objects continue to exist, even when we don’t see 
them. You can exploit this in pictures by cutting of part of what you are showing. When an object 
ends, our  mind will fill in the rest, and sometimes this is more beautiful than the actual 
surroundings. So although technically not about depth cutoff is about extending the picture beyond 
the frame. 
 

 
 
It is not hard to imagine this clutter of houses continueing beyond the borders of this picture. Altough 
it might have been even better if the horizon wasn’t on this picture it works well. It also uses stacking 
for depth. I think the front is a little cluttered (even more than needed for this picture) and the light 
could have been better. 
 

 
 
This picture came from an album with a lot of grand landscapes and colorful culture. When I first 
encountered this picture I was really caught of guard by the difference with the other pictures 
(variation is great!). It has a great story, the light is good (light foreground, dark in the distance) and 
the cutoff allows us to believe we are in a bug-ridden huge jungle (which might actually have been 
the case). 
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2. Special types 
Out of all the pictures out there there are 20% which (in my case) produce the most pretty pictures. 
In this section 

2.1 Color on monochrome 
Although there probably exists a lot of ‘color theory’ for the professional photographer I’m unsure if 
they really work. There are 2 ways which I know you can use to make your pictures interesting: i. 
color on a dull background, ii. lots of color. The first one I like best. 
 

 
 

My camera has a mode where it ignores all colors except for one. You can see that by removing all 
color the remaining color becomes much more interesting (less is more!). This picture isn’t really 
interesting otherwise. (a little too much clutter? Especially in the righ/top area)) 
 

 

Same idea here. Composition is slightly better, the dark tree to the righ is fun, the fallen cone is cool 
but again the car just behind the girl results in too much clutter. 
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Colors do their work, but only by the grace of grey/brown. In real life you’ll have to search for 
opportunities where there is a lot of grey/brown as they make the colors shine. This picture is actually 
great because of the colors, but also because of the lack of clutter, the composition (especially the 
red canvas on top). The depth is gained by the lines of the shops on the left and the little line on the 
far right. The picture does miss an interesting primary object. The full-white sky (usually not good) in 
this case actually works to let the colors shine. 
 

 
 
Again, muted colors form the base which make the colors shine. The night-time makes colors more 
interesting (at night out eyes are less good at seeing colors, but this doesn’t hold for the camera 
which makes for an interesting effect). The pattern in this picture is nice but the horizon doesn’t seem 
horizontal and the picture seems really static (nothing going on). 
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Another type of picture in which colors really work is the picture where you simply have a color 
explosion. Although this is a really boring picture (no nice lighting, no special composition, no special 
object) it still works because of the colors. 
 

 

A better picture, there is some movement going on. The composition is pretty good (a guy in blue to 

the left might draw attention, top left is slightly less dense) there is good lighting (shadows on the 

ground), the use of cutoff is good (the chaos of items is there all the way to the border), there is 

stacking going on (a line of people in front). 
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2.2 At night 
Everything looks very different at night… and therefore more interesting! You do need a camera 
which has some option to lengthen the exposure time (30-60 seconds is ideal for stars/clouds). 
 

 
 
Daylight. Boring. The tree in the lower right could be the foreground object, but is too far to the side. 
Also the picture is cluttered. The air has a non-interesting white color. 
 

 
 
Yes, better! Also a slightly better composition because of the tree, but also because of the lamppost 
just to the upperleft of the tree becoming the secondary object. 
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Clouds become beautiful with longer exposure time (especially if the moon is also there). In this 

picture there was a car approaching and the headlights made for an interesting light source (good 

texture on the beach). Too bad the horizon is skewed (but hey, at night you have to improvise with 

putting it down because you cannot hold it still for 30 seconds). 

 

At night, light sources become more prominent (usually at day we don’t really see the light of the 

fire) and this yields all sort of interesting effects. This picture has great lighting (lighter to the right, 
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darker to the left) which works well with the tents. The composition is mediocre (tents just off-

center, the table I used to put the camera on in the bottom-left is ugly), it is hard to aim at night.  

 
 
When taking pictures at night, be careful to avoid  full-white planes (like the vase and the lights on 
the towers). Together with the full black sky it ruins this puicture. The composition is also mediocre 
(two eye-catching objects in the upper right even though the ruins on the left are probably much  
more interesting). 
 

Another pitfall is that camera’s 

automatically increase something 

called the ISO value. Higher ISO 

value reduces the amount of light 

needed for a picture, but at the 

expense of image quality. Although 

for expensive camera’s this quality 

reduction might not become 

apparent even at ISO 1600, I’d 

recommend to keep it manually set 

at ISO 100 (and only change it 

when needed). 
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2.3 The mid/long exposure shot 
Photo’s can (/need) combine light of multiple seconds. Usually this is just a nuisance but it can be 
used for the good. 
 

 
 
The common suspect: running water, always beautiful when taken with a longer exposure time. 
There isn’t much interesting going on in this picture but otherwise it would have been really cool. 
 

 
 
Lovely! A really unique picture. Colorful (but just a little too blue? it would have been nice if the 
ground was grey), decent composition (primary object: the girl on the left, secondary the people 
juggling together in the lower right), some cutoff happening, the lines ensure plenty of depth, but 
most interesting, the exposure time allows you to see the movement! A little cluttered though. 
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When you have a really long exposure time you can see ghosts :P (this picture has not been edited on 
the computer or in the camera!). Can you figure it out? The composition is pretty mediocre (lot of 
clutter on the left, is made worse because it is really light) and the horizon isn’t horizontal.  
 

 

Having a really short shutter time can be really interesting as well (but in my experience is harder to 
apply to making a great picture). The picture seems to have a little too much space on top (so aiming 
the camera a little more to the bottom would have been better). 
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2.4 Story 
Pictures tell stories, but some do so more powerful than others. Some say “there exists a forest” or 
“I’ve been here”, but others let you imagine what is happening. 
 

 
 
The colorful bottom and muted top in combination with a closeup make this interesting. But what 
finshes the picture is the looks these birds give eachother. 
 

 
 
Not just a pretty beautiful picture, but it also tells a powerful story. The bike in the water on the right 
and the dislodged bike bags to the left tell you what is going on here. The river suddenly becomes a 
nuisance and by the look of the hills on the back a cold nuisance. The composition would have been 
slightly better if the bikes on the right would have been slightly closer (off the halfway line of the 
picture) and the upper-left of this picture is a little cluttered. 
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A boring picture (little interesting light, 
cluter oon the left, no fancy colors), but still 
it tells an interesting story. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
An example of a story which might confuse some people and might not be liked by others. What story 

does this picture tell? Does it tell that people live like this where this picture is taken? Probably not. It 

probably slows someone who is dressed up for tourists which isn’t really an appealing story. The man 

itself is interesting but otherwise the picture has some flaws (the face of the men is just off-center 

and there is no  interesting light). Compare the story of this picture with the more authentic story of 

the lady selling fruit who dissappears between her fruit (in the section about de-cluttering).   
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2.5 Dark sky, light foreground 
Although pictures with a sharp contrast between foreground and background usually work well, the 
easiest is the one with dark sky, light foreground. This is probably because this is the most unique of 
all combinations. Polaroid filters for your camera can make the skies more blue which is a way to 
make your pictures more beautiful. 
 

 
 
Immediately interesting even though there isn’t really anything special going on. The composition 
isn’t really that good (main object, the houses, are on the half-way line) there is a little clutter (what 
is the hedge on the bottom doing? the house to the far left is also really light but very uninteresting), 
it lack a really well defined primary object.  
 

 
 

The light raindrops and reed form a good contrast with the treeline and clouds. The texture of the 
field is good because of the line. The position of the sun is great for the composition. It would have 
been even better if there was even more rain and/or an interesting primar object. 
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2.6 Weird position 
Taking pictures from a position where people usually don’t look can work well. 

 

The dark-light contrast is cool, there is a primary object. Something still feels off in the composition, 

but I can’t put my finger on it. 
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The camera is in the microwave. Bonus tip: do not turn on the microwave. Other than there not being 

anything interesting going on I think this is a great picture (light/composition/lack of color). Perhaps 

a little something on the foreground (a cherry-pie on the lower left with interesting lighting and 

bright dark red color). 

 

A picture with potential. The shadows of the people are great, the floor is good (lines but a dull 

color). The only thingI don’t like is the position of all the people. It feels a little too random.  
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2.7 Movement 
 

 

The mind knows chickens steam and falling water moves. Although the composition isn’t really good 
(off-center steam-house) it still makes for a lovely picture. (colors: medium, lighting: good) 
 

 
 
I absolutely adore this picture. The composition, the colors (muted except for the table and 
ingredients), the light (a definite light source), an interesting story, a lovely background, texture on 
the wall. But the best,the movement! The steam rising from the pan and a man putting things on the 
plate.   
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2.8 Contrast 
Having 2 seeming opposites in a single picture make for an interesting story (so not just color). 

 
 
This picture is a rather extreme example where a boring scenery (we see girls all the time! And we 
don’t even really see these girls) is turned into an above average picture. The lighting is good, the 
composition works well, there is an unusual close-up and cut-off. But in the end it is the difference in 
hair-color which gives it a story (who are these girls?).  
 

 

The child walking and the flowers form an interesting contrast with the soldiers in the back. My main 
gripe with this picture is the composition. The soldiers moving to the left and being on the left side 
while the child is in the middle. If the soldiers would be a little more to the right or evenly spaced 
along the back I would have liked it better. 
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Interesting because of the contrast of styles of people (university of Bologna). A little too cluttered, 
not really sharp (guy drinking) and boring lighting are drawbacks of this picture. 
 

 

The bright colors work really well. It also tells a story because the girl on the left seems to be looking 
at the woman in pink. 
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2.9 Patterns 
The world is full of patterns, shapes and repitions. These work well for pictures. 
 

 
 
As good as it gets (given the object to work with). Lighting good, interesting pattern, unusual angle. 
 

 
 
Interesting. Would have been significantly better if there would be light coming from the right/left to 
lend texture to these lcokers. Good use of cutoff. 
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2.10 High zoom 
 
If your camera has the ability to zoom a lot (by a factor of at least 10) you can use this for an 
interesting effect. By choosing a distant object (+- 100 meters) and applying maximum zoom the 
distant object seems close and the background seems huge. (It is not really hard to figure out why 
this is so).  
 

 
 
 
 
No zoom, objects close. Background seems 
small. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
High zoom. This picture is taken from the same location. Compare the head of the person in the lower 
right (the biggest head) to the heads in the picture above. They are of similar size. The background 
however is very different in size.  
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A more real-life example where this principle is applied resulting in a big background. This ensures 
the background has sufficient detail and gives great depth. For some reason the slight off-center 
position of the main object doesn’t matter here. The picture would have been better if the sky wasn’t 
this boring.  
 

 

An example which makes for a weird picture. The fog makes the golden gate bridge seem distant but 
then again the bridge covers a lart part of the picture. The fog obsures any other ways to determine 
the true distance and therefore leaves us guessing. The picture would have been better if the sky 
wasn’t so dull and/or the bottom was a little less cluttered.  
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The same trick didn’t work as well here. A heavy zoom makes the distant seem larger (and thus 
closer) which therefore can actually reduce the (apparent) distance between object which can 
therefore become cluttered. This is actually what happens here. The upper right corner is really 
cluttered making this a mediocre picture (even though there is a promising lower left corner). This 
reduction of depth associated with this effect is actually the reverse of the reason why you want to 
zoom out to obtain depth by lines. 
 

 
 
The opposite effect. By zooming out the distant becomes smaller. Resulting in a huge nose, small ears 
and a miniscule body. This is why people selling your house will take pictures with minimal zoom 
(smaller background -> background seems farther away -> your room seems bigger) The best way to 
take this kind of picture is to ask friends if there is a scratch on your lens.  
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2.11 Mirrors and shade 
Mirrors and shadows can reveal things which are outside the normal frame of the picture and can 
make the viewer wonder. It can also make the picture seem larger (just like mirrors can make a room 
seem larger. Usual suspects are lakes. 
 

 

Much more interesting this way. 
 

 

The mirroring and the lines and colors make this work.  
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2.12 Associations (the theme park effect) 
Humans have rich associations and if you can trigger those you create an experience larger than the 
picture. Although music is much better at this it works for pictures as well. Theme parks are largely 
build for associations and so if you see anything that could have been in a theme park… you’re good 
to go!  
 

 
 
The mirroring and composition is excellent, the colors are decent (especially the red hair of the girl). 
What truly makes this picture is the skin, beard and expression of the pirate. This makes him seem 
like a true pirate. The far left is a bit cluttered and the lighting is mediocre. 
 

 
 
This is a wall you might associate with something out of a dark movie. The girl is important to give 
the picture depth (and a bit of story?). The lighting isn’t bad, the composition average (the corner 
and Babette are on the same side which is a pity). The lower left is perhaps a little too cluttered.  
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2.13 Extreme closeup 
Closer than you’d normally go, often works well. 
 

 
 
A really funny picture. Excellent lighting, good blur of the background to avoid cluttering. Good 
composition. 
 

 

There probably is a whole bar next to this picture which might be tempting to take pictures of. But 
the closeup in combination with the colors, the pattern and lack of clutter makes this work.   
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Yes, you can get even closer. Even a piece of fruit becomes interesting. Great picture.  
 

 
 
Photos like these are only possible if your camera has a good macro option.Too bad the bee is a bit 
blurrend (and is in just slightly off-center).  


