chasing a phantom border

a landscape strategy for a still
existing wall

Master Thesis PS Presentation
Melle Franciske Zschimisch

first mentor Prof.ir. E.A.]. Luiten
second mentor Ir. L.P.J. van den Burg
exam committee Ir. I.].J. Cuperus

Flowscapes - Systems and Composition
Landscape as Palimpsest (LAP)
Landscape Architecture Principles Lab #2

Delft University of Technology
Faculty of Architecture and the Built Environment

Delft, The Netherlands
June 20th, 2025

All images included in this thesis are the work of the author, unless otherwise state




BT R T
Kol

L
e

.f iy s

~
PURCIPE SCUTHERM ASIA
Morsay Ferani

2 F!u:-:-uI:eLH-bl. A9 Irag o015 WE &
Fxteria S0 Adphardsian 20006

3 Russia (FOIE)F 51 Paxistan {20110 [ 25
Latwia Pakistan (Durand Line

4 Russh sl ¥ 52 adgtaristan |20 % ¥
Lizhuasia Ieefi

£3 Pakiktan (1992 ¥ N

5 HAussia [Kaknig -:-:I;-l:.EﬂTb-:l.f.- .-l:l
G4 Bangladesn (1909}

& B0 5) [E I i

United Kingdass 55 Fhomaman Burme K1)
7 France (CalaiPort] (2005 ]
Austria CEMTEAL ASL,
#  Skremin [ ST Turkmenistsn
Hungary 56 Ustsekistan (zoot) [l
9 Croatia (FO15] 57 &fpharistan |30 14 i Wk 2
1 M Ga0y 10 Seriin {2015] Liztsehistar
A L 8o Ukraine 58 Adglaristan (20070 ¥
11 Fissia 010 F il Kazakbatan
Hussia 59 Uishelistancons) 2%
12 Georpa (20009 80 Kyrayrstan{ 20004 il
Bulgaria Hyrgysbams

13 Il.:rﬁ:‘-.-I::'I.'l:I:::I. &1 Kazzkhstan (015]

- 14 Turkesy Az EASTERM AS1A
REASOMNS GIVEM FOR WALL Macedonly China
COMSTRUCTION 15 Gresce 20161 62 tareh korma 2004 [l
Sloawmnia
I [ ocrenion 18 Croatia 01511 SOUTHEAST &514
Lpain Fetwanmar/ Burma
[ E Ry 17 Ceuta-toroscn (1975 63 Borgladesh 20091 B
[ N RSl 18 Madila-Monecea |195< 1) = Thailarad
B o G TRAFF KNG b — == e B Pelalrysiadca) W G B
& Mlalay=ia
I ¥ TCRRTOEAL TERSION e &5 Thailand [1557-200:) [l e & 2
B L enTRYOF MILTANTS Miorocos . o o
B W corERNAL EU BORDER 1% Spain (Mebiial (2014) [l SO E R
B0 Sk v lorrilon s (1957 § -
B N TERRITORAL CORLIEST 21 Algosia 120155 [ A,
I = ararasl HESLTH Algeria
3 Moroeoo 30151 1 ¥ WESTERHM A%iA,
| & poaciare O
{ £ Lth.-i-:l'llhI- L 3 an Pu-.-:uirull.-.c.-snlﬂmt||;|:::-:'|#
P 1 Egyptia0ii]
Winl L COMSTRUCTION PER YEAR 2 Coarn Biria 20071 = Ih'ﬂm_;”m]*
Higeria 33 lerdan a1 S [ W
v ‘?‘5 Camercon G141 F il W 34 Lebanon 2013 #-.
s 3 Syriaf1eraams lk
F i B& Somala (2006 0 9 Bordia
Botswana 36 Syria (o) [l 0 W
27 Zimbabwe oo [ v A7 tran oo [ ol o
)
28 Fimbabave (1785) 38 Motk Sl I 4 (1774 %
s hmznll:-queﬂ'i'-ﬁlr-l.lﬁi'- 'I'urI:nI'H pirli A T F
W3 WM Wl 1Yen AR el e TE M3 MW W B I Serba 2015 [ o
40 iran 0171 2L
WALLS PER REGHDIN KEY COMPAMIES THAT PROFIT 41 Armenda {2015 ¥
FROM BORDER MILITARISAT IO iraqg
42 Syria (01 HE
CENRAAT  SETCR e grpUE STsesesss THALES Fuwait
. . * : 43 Iram (1554
51 FLIRTIPE AFRR_ A ASAE RIS, i . : i 4: |l'ﬂll':i":':"5-|*.-¢‘-*
4 45 Yeemen {2013
R e T mger O ) s ) Oensrs g
A& Ve {A013]
MNUMBER OF WALLSBUILT BY STATES PR
. EEED o-—. BINBI oTiecH @076k oselsan United Arab Esdrabes
(1948-2018) oo 47 Spudi Arabis (AT
- e
B vvells BN Gvesss BN EvWALLS ALl _-_. LR R~ . S 48 Q{20051
e - -

(Brunet, 2025)

introduction & O O—0O0—0—20

Introduction Problem statement Methodology Analysis Design Conclusion
Problem field



- Ed o

5

Legend
smmms oldiron curtain
‘T s
EUROPE OLD AND/NEW[TRON mssssssss new iron curtain
1:50 000 000 .
0 1.000 2.000 km . : areas introduced to the
CD | : | ‘ ‘ . West after 1989
ﬁ | |

Introduction ® O O O

Introduction Problem statement Methodology Analysis Design Conclusion
Problem field

O
O




T R -

Berlin'and the former German-German-border site.

.A_.. 5 IIP; l-a.

L1
£y
S Lk

&

BERLIN SATELLITE IMAGE
1:200 000

0
I

(Google, n.d.)

Introduction

Introduction Problem statement Methodology Analysis Conclusion

Research location




Berlinand the former. Gérman-German border site -

=
e

E

| |
b ! \

-

.y
T

.
Ty
II : I’

BERLIN SATELLITE IMAGE ,'
1:200 000

0
I

Introduction

Introduction Problem statement Methodology Analysis Conclusion

Research location




I\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ \\
HALLANRNY

JALLAAMARY

N
N
\
\ b
\
< \ \
\
\
\
X \
\
\

it AEAUNVANARRANANNAANY
West-Berlin ¢ ° © ° © © ¢ ° ° East-Berlin
162 km of front 92 km of car 165 km of 172km 177 kmof 190 observation 19 km of 148 km of border 68 km of hinterland

barrier barrier controll strip of road light street towers dragons teeth signal fence wall
element and 38000
(Berlin wall) road blocks
Introduction ‘ N N N N O

/ / / /

. Introduction Problem statement Methodology Analysis Design Conclusion
Research location



fig. 28 (Bundeszentrale Fiir Politische Bil-
dung, n.d.)

Introduction ‘ O O O

@

O

Introduction Problem statement Methodology Analysis Design Conclusion

Research location



Ill -Ir-"r':-!l
EERAE NI
=g |.._ ___.1.1

e

dung, n.d.)

fig. 32 (Bundeszentrale Fiir Politische Bil- ﬁ

7 o

<
/
2

>

W 1

N

-

introduction & O O—0O0—0—20

Introduction Problem statement Methodology Analysis Design Conclusion

Research location



fig. 30 (Bundeszentrale Fiir Politische Bil- i
dung, n.d.) ;_Yj?

introduction & O O—0O0—0—20

Introduction Problem statement Methodology Analysis Design Conclusion

Research location



1 o ‘11._1!;5-..;‘ .

Wos

fig. 38 (Bundeszentrale Fiir Politische Bil- ﬁ
dung, n.d.) - .

introduction & O O—0O0—0—20

Introduction Problem statement Methodology Analysis Design Conclusion

Research location .



fig. 37 (Bundeszentrale Fiir Politische Bil- ﬁ
dung, n.d.) - .

introduction & O O—0O0—0—20

Introduction Problem statement Methodology Analysis Design Conclusion

Research location »



Introduction

Research location

Introduction

()
—/

Problem statement

()
—/

Methodology

()
—/

Analysis

@

Design

O

Conclusion

fig. 35 (Bundeszentrale Fiir Politische Bil-
dung, n.d.)

12



Problem statement

O—@

Introduction

Problem statement

()
—/

Methodology

()
—/

Analysis

()
—/

Design

O

Conclusion

torn down, but ...

13



Problem statement

Tomas Puayd &

: by - IFollow

East/West Germany's phantom borders

Miore below

Average Gross Monthly Salary

e by

mED

Ji44 5k - Fabh 14, 2024

W s0aK P Reply (7 Copylink

fig. 8 (Pueyo, 2024)

Ruad 56 raplia

Introduction

Winning vote share National

dom T wm cpe MR e 2024 European election in Germany
Europawahl 2024

30.02% 29

Alternative fir Deutschland (AfD)
B A T1LLLLLLTLALALALALLALARA AN
—— 1
I Social Democratic P
Soziakdem okratische Partei Deutschland:
L SSRGEEELEEEEELEEEEERRNREERRRRRY

Alternative for Germany 5 ggo, 15

Alliance 90/The Greens ;3 ggo,

Bundnis 90/De Granen (GRONE)
EEEEN ULALLLETLLUD RN LU RN
o I—

Alliance S. Wagenknechtg ; 50, 6

Biindnis Sahra Wagenknecht (BSW)
EEUUVUUVUVULURDVUUUUDU LR LU URURA Y
I

ATV TRV R ERER DRV RDU RV
The Left

Luice BRI
EVULITO T VAT VT

Free Voters -
Freie Wahler (FW) 2.67%

AV TN

Party of Progress
)
ATTETI T LT LL LT

0.57%

Results in administrative districts

Results by state

fig. 9 (2024 European Parliament Election in Germany - Results, n.d.)

Problem statement

() () ()
—/ —/ —/

Methodology Analysis Design Conclusion

14




“Well,” says Balzer, "even people born after
the Wende still identify themselves as ossi,
so it exists. That whole Wall may have been

torn down, but in our minds it’s still there.”
(Van Verschuer, 2021)
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social-demographic border
political border
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\\ Inkstick
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Consequences of the Split Drive Politics Today

A closer look at Saalfeld, a town less than 15 km (9 miles) north of the border between
Thuringia and Bavaria, elucidates the history of the two Germanies...

19 nov 2024

O The Conversation
Why German reunification is still a good idea

35 years after the fall of the Berlin Wall, the division between West and East Germany
remains clearly visible.

4 sep 2024

> NRC
Opinie | Duitsland is ongelijk verenigd — en zal dat ook blijven

Verkiezingen: Economisch en cultureel gezien liggen Oost en West nog ver uit elkaar,
schrijft Steffen Mau. De relatie tussen het Qosten en...

21 jun 2024

- Studio Europa Maastricht
Unresolved division: Lasting impact of German reunification
on national and European identity

35th anniversary of the fall of the Berlin Wall, an event that not only unified Germany
but reshaped Europe and paved the way for the formation of the EU.
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Ooit was dit stadje een socialistische modelstad, nu zie je er
hoe de Duitse eenwording is mislukt
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physically gone

Legend

Monument building

but still there

Garden monument

Monument complex

Berlin Wall border site - no

NO mMonument

: blurring line

“Sure, theé Wall was ugly — but smoothing it over with new development is just an attempt to
repress the memory, and repressed memories are the ones that hurt the most later on.

#:  On the penultimate day of my walk, I pass a chapel rebuilt where the East Germans leveled a church to make

1

room for the Wall. In the heart of the city there are serious efforts underway to rebuild the Prussian palace torn

down to construct the East German parliament, which was itself demolished in 2008. That’s another story, but
the point is that bulldozing things is not always the best way to get rid of them.”
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paradox

blurring site on perceived level
with memory to history

relevant border which is still there
on conceived and lived level

How to give space in the landscape
to this?
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Research question + Design assignment

Research Question

How can landscape architecture contribute to the
social/cultural re-interpretation, spatial definition
and future appearance of a historically contested
frontier as the former Berlin Wall?

Design assignment

Develop a landscape design for the former West
Berlin-GDR border site which tells the story about
the ever-present wall in German society.

Convey the physical and mental feeling of the
impact of this wall by giving space to a layer of
events in the landscape palimpsest of the site.

Problem statement O ® O

Introduction Problem statement Methodolo

18



paradox

blurring site on|perceived|level

relevant border which is still there
on lconceived| and lived|level

perceived physical and material space as it is perceived and used in everyday life
conceived mental and abstract space as it is designed, planned, and imagined by technocrats, architects, planners, and policymakers
lived space as it is experienced, felt, and infused with meaning, memories, symbolism, and emotions
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The Production of Space, Henri Lefebvre
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then now

perceived space

conceived space

lived space

SRQ1 How have the physical and experiential qualities of the Berlin Wall site evolved over time? (perceived space)
SRQ2 How has the Berlin Wall site been planned, represented, and conceptualised over time? (conceived space)

SRQ3 How have personal experiences, cultural meanings, and collective memories shaped the identity of the Berlin Wall site over time? (lived space)
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The Manhattan Transcripts, Bernard Tschumi

event?
movement?

then now
SRQ4

)

perceived space ® ® > design principles

)

SRQS

conceived space ® O > design principles

design

)

lived space ® l ® > design principles

trigger!

SRQ4 What design principles can effectively address the narrative, legacy and relevance of the Berlin Wall border space in German society?

SRQS How can landscape interventions be developed based on the proposed design principles for the former West Berlin-GDR border site?
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Landscape Architectural Perspectives as Agent for Generous Design

(Landscape as Palimpsest)
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Methodology

Theoretical framework
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— events and movement

“I always felt that architecture was as much about spaces as about the events that take place in those spaces...”
- Bernard Tschumi, The Manhattan Transcripts
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analysing the paradox

blurring site on|perceived|level

relevant border which is still there
on lconceived| and|lived|level
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paradox

blurring site on perceived level

relevant border which is still there
on lconceived| and |lived|level

then now
perceived perceived still visible, but blurring former border landscape
conceived conceived former German-German border coincides with current conceived and lived berlin-brandenburg border
lived lived the border is characterised as a reflection of personal trauma and emotion
Analysis
y O—O0—0O0O—@—0O—=0
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Former Berlin Wall border site ‘Death Strip’
physical remains Berlin Wall border site
access points to West-Berlin for people form

— —  Demographic conceived borders
victims Berlin Wall
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former German-German border through city centre Berlin

® @ ®

Mauerpark Gedenkstitte Berliner Mauer

East Side Gallery/Park an der Spree Kirschbliitenallee Teltow

3 '-_||'I'

fig. 43 (East Side Gallery, n.d.) fig. 44 (A~ T, 2021) fig. 48 (Gedenkstitte Berliner Mau-

er, 2025)
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borders around the world

Griines Band Deutschland

Killing Ground, John Huddleston

(Paxmann, 2018) (File:Thuringer Warte Griines Band.jpg - Wikimedia Commons, 2013)

permanent scar
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(Tursi, 2022)

healing the scar
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Design
Concept

ten location along Berlin-Brandenburg border

selected on significant landscape potential
intactness of old border strip, no new developments

blur the perceived border space
raising awareness conceived border space

remember events

Intro

duc
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tion
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of lived border space
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Design
Concept

@ healing the scar

@ evoking the 'Death Strip'

@ tracing the border

by blurring the perceived border
by accentuating the old perceived border on places of events of lived border space

making the conceived border space physical to raise awareness

blur the perceived border space
raising awareness conceived border space
remember events of lived border space

O—O

Introduction Problem statement Methodolo

O
®
o
O

-
=
9
=5
>
5
£
3
@
S
a9
0
o
8
B
£
z
©
=

49



Design
Concept strategy
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1:200 000 %
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former border strip
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Concept strategy
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JJ ? intactness of old border strip
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Concept strategy

layer of events
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%? new memorials
not physical monuments like city centre
but personal stories from the lived space
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g? element to raise awareness of the still
— existing border
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BERLIN WITH FORMER BORDER STRIP IN DOTTED LINE
DESIGN MAP FOR 10 LOCATIONS
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£ 1.1 Making the former border traces
blend into the existing landscape

a. Adjust land use of the area to match
= the land use in the current situation of
the border strip

b. Adapt the land use of the former
border strip to match the land use of
the surrounding area

1.2 Connecting the still disrupted
infrastructure networks
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healing the scar
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evoking the 'Death Strip'

@ Evoking the Death Strip

2.1 Evoke the former border strip
landscape at location of escape
attempts alligned with projected
crime scene sketches on the map, to
} make the former border strip visible
\ in the landscape

\ _ 2.2 Creating landscape design

elements out of the sketch shapes

Léegende .
-8 — Crenzgebit, / Grenzschild Q- fes benowrwtugr
—— ?ﬁbé tu Jder Ff-t-fr :I‘-l" ¥ I 4 ':;l" loler

Kdr GR I tanrfe Lirgang 50 a4 e, .
[Quellé: BStU, Ast. Potsdam, AU 1180/66, Bd. 1, Bl. 93]

e =

Design

a. Standplace border guards: half open
paving out of burnt wood elements in
same shape as drawn on sketch

b. Movement of border guards

half open paving out of burnt wood
elements following the path as drawn
on sketch

c. Line of shot: inaccessible fenced
landschape in same shape and
following the path as drawn on sketch
made by burnt wooden tree trunks

d. Movement of victim: Line of silver
birch trees with burnt wood paving on
both sides following the path as
drawin on sketch

e. Location of the crime: formation of
silver birch trees in same shape as
drawn on sketch with burnt wood
paving inside

f. Location of former border walls:
concrete elements in width of the wall
to create edges

2.3 Keep existing remains of the
former border strip intact
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Let pioneer sucession vegetation

take over the non-designed

excavated border landscape, the
designed elements remain open

spaces through the paving
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evoking the 'Death Strip'

a. Standplace border guard: half open stone paving in same shape with same
proportions as drawn on sketch
height (concrete slabs from ground): 30 cm

b. Movement of border guards: half open stone v 4

paving following the line as drawn on sketch o7

f. Location of former border walls: concrete slabs in
Y 4 width of the former wall

a7 ” width: size former wall

o’ height: 50 cm

Y 4 lengt: 200 cm laid together

height (concrete slabs from ground): 30 cm

c. Line of shot: fenced inaccassible landscape

following the line as drawn on sketch

height fence: 100 cm d. Movement of victim: row of silver birch trees

with half open stone paving on both sides following
the line as drawn on sketch

trees: Betula pendula (silver birch)

height (concrete slabs from ground): 30 cm

e. Location of the crime: formation of silver birch
trees in same shape and proportions as drawn on
sketch, half open paving of concrete slabs in de
middle.

trees: Betula pendula (silver birch)

height (concrete slabs from ground): 30 cm
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. . . Introduction Problem statement Methodology Analysis Design Conclusion
Design principles
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@ tracing the border

Design

Design principles

mental border

social-demographic border

political border

phantom border

O

()
—/

3.1 Creating a biking path in the
border strip for the connection in
between symbolising the

ever-present border that can be
bridged

Introduction

Problem statement

3.1
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3.1 Creating a biking path in the border strip for the connection in
between symbolising the ever-present border that can be bridged

@ Tracing the border

O

2.3 Keep existing remains of the former border strip intact

@ Evoking the Death Strip

2.2 Creating landscape design elements out of the sketch shapes
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a. Adjust land use of the area to match
the land use in the current situation of
the border strip

2.1 Excavate the former border strip landscape at location of escape
1.1 Making the former border traces blend into the existing landscape

attempts alligned with projected crime scene sketches on the map,

to make the former border strip visible in the landscape
1.2 Connecting the still disrupted infrastructure networks

@ Healing the scar
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Witnesses reported that the guards opened fire without warning

Schulz was shot by East German border guards.

lived in Brusendorf, just south of Berlin

born on March 11, 1964
shot dead on March 30, 1966

Eberhard Schulz
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Schulz was hit in the face and throat and died on the spot.

Eberhard was 20 years old when he died.

palimpsest layer of event
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2.1 Excavate the former border strip landscape at location of escape
attempts alligned with projected crime scene sketches on the map,

3.1 Creating a biking path in the border strip for the connection in
to make the former border strip visible in the landscape

between symbolising the ever-present border that can be bridged
2.2 Creating landscape design elements out of the sketch shapes

2.3 Keep existing remains of the former border strip intact

@ Evoking the Death Strip

@ Tracing the border
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a. Adjust land use of the area to match
the land use in the current situation of

the border strip

1.1 Making the former border traces blend into the existing landscape

1.2 Connecting the still disrupted infrastructure networks
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the land use in the current situation of

a. Adjust land use of the area to match
the border strip

2.1 Excavate the former border strip landscape at location of escape
1.1 Making the former border traces blend into the existing landscape

attempts alligned with projected crime scene sketches on the map,

3.1 Creating a biking path in the border strip for the connection in
to make the former border strip visible in the landscape

between symbolising the ever-present border that can be bridged
2.3 Keep existing remains of the former border strip intact

2.2 Creating landscape design elements out of the sketch shapes
1.2 Connecting the still disrupted infrastructure networks

@ Evoking the Death Strip

@ Tracing the border
@ Healing the scar
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place of event

2.2 Creating landscape design
elements out of the sketch shapes

a.  Standplace border guards: half open stone
paving in same shape as drawn on crime
scene sketch

b. Movement of border guards: half open
stone paving following the path as drawn on
crime scene sketch

d.  Movement of victim: Line of silver birch
trees with half open paving on both sides
following the path as drawn on
crime scene sketch

e. Location of the crime: formation of silver
birch trees in same shape as drawn on
crime scene sketch, with half open paving
inside

f.  location of former bordel walls: paving in
width of the former wall to create edges

2.1 Excavathe the former border strip
landscape, making the former border
strip visible in the landscape

Let pioneer sucession vegetation
take over the non-designed
excavated border landscape, the
designed elements remain open
spaces through the paving
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place of event

process through time

32
Gk sandy loamy on limestone

33
Ba sandy loamy peat dry nutrient poor &
lime poor

39
BMa forests moist wet nutrient-poor &
lime-poor sandy loamy peat soils

31
Aa sandy soils
Ar loamy sandy soils
,/ PUIRL SR o ) A . N 5 - A o e AP Ga sandy loamy nutrient-poor peatland
Ay ey 4 : : g ..
e ’/”17’./, 7 33 . 31
B i, < e Ba sandy loamy peat dry nutrient poor & Ar
’ : lime poor 31
Aa
37 . 32
Ma poor sand loamy peat soils barran land Ga
Mk marsh calcureous sand loamy sablon |:| 25
/ / W N - . soils barran land
- - .I 37
—— 25 dry open yellow dune Ma
(Jansen, 2023) 37
Mk
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@ Tracing the border

3.1 Creating a biking path in the border strip for the connection in
i between symbolising the ever-present border that can be bridged

@ Evoking the Death Strip

i 2.3 Keep existing remains of the former border strip intact
2.2 Creating landscape design elements out of the sketch shapes

2.1 Excavate the former border strip landscape at location of escape
attempts alligned with projected crime scene sketches on the map,
i to make the former border strip visible in the landscape

@ Healing the scar

1.2 Connecting the still disrupted infrastructure networks

. 1.1 Making the former border traces blend into the existing landscape

b. Adapt the land use of the former
border strip to match the land use of the
surrounding area
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evoked death strip by
clearing forest

resulting in two new landscape
vegetation types
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every location has its own
story to tell

10 partial designs form a casco for Berlin, from separation to
connection

Iandscape to heal the border's wound, across generations
spaces for memory and reflection keep the past alive
play of permanence and decay mirrors memory and history

‘zones where time moves, rewinds, or stands still

symbolising new chapterfofﬁBerIin, Germany, and Europe

signal to policymakers on the edges of the capital with political
desision-makers 2]

@ /:/

. the design sparks a societal conversation about borders and collective memory

it challenges policymakers to face a broader, socio-demographic issue

OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO

Design O O O . O
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Design

Conclusion

1:200 000
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10 locations have been identified where urban development has
not yet blurred the former border
offering space to confront both the conceived and lived
border, present and past

in these places, the perceived border has been intentionally sof-
tened to enable future-oriented urban growth, while keeping
space for awareness.

6 additional sites are designated as new monuments,
not physical objects as monuments like in the city centre,
but landscape-based memorials to personal and emotional
trauma, honouring lived space instead of built form
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Research Question

How can landscape architecture contribute to the
social/cultural re-interpretation, spatial definition
and future appearance of a historically contested

frontier as the former Berlin Wall?

—— landscape analysis goes beyond the physical, into the men-

tal, into the layer of events

— ~ observations from this analysis are translated into physical,
=== |andscape-architectonic elements

e ——
E——

—___the landscape architect creates a casco, a framework, and
ignates spaces for reflection based on story and memory

—

makes a design to spark a societal conversation about a
broader topic

Conclusion O—0O—0O—0O0—0O0—@

Introduction Problem statement Methodology Analysis Design Conclusion

97



chasing a phantom border

a landscape strategy for a still
existing wall
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“If the abstract paintings show my reality, then the landscapes

and still-lifes show my yearning.”

— Gerhard Richter

(Gerhard Richter | Griines Feld (Green Field) (1969) | MutualArt, 2023)



