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Introduction

HJ jhwh and 1ts longer varıant J Jhwh Ihjkm 15 ormula that 15 sed
varıety of throughout the Hebrew and 15 especlally promınent
the Holıness Code and the book of Ezekıel However 1fts actual IMCAaNINS
should Sa VY, the Var1lOus 1{ has dıfferent frames of reference aTre
not completely clear Lackıng anı y predicate there 15 real alternatıve EXCepL to
translate the ormula nomıiınal clause “I WHW (your G d)„ OT “I
WHW YOUT (J0d Yet 1T 15 rather dıfficult determiıne what that actually

and what 15 the PUurposc of that statement apart from sımply eclarıng the
dıvıne ame The formula 15 sed asyndetically mMoOost and aCcC anı y
dırect ınk o 1fs Context
alter Zaiammerl'*1 Was the fırst 1D11Ca cholar ıdentify NJ jhwh and 1fs longer
varıant H]Jhwh Ihjkm formula and he dıiscussed ıts INCANINS and
the Hebrew Bible ‘ Basıng hıs analysıs 1ts OCCUITENC the preamble the
TIen Commandments (Ex 20;Z ‚ö and the sımılar Lev 18
Zimmerli named the formula Selbstvorstellungsformel (self-ıntroduction
tormula). Through the formula, (J0d introduces hıimself by SayYıIg hıs holy amnec
He reveals hımself as the (G0d of the Exodus, ıt WAas durıng that tiıme that he
first made known hıs Name Israel “ Zimmerl1 explaıns that the formula’
PUrpDOoSe 15 {O emphasıze leadershıp of and hıs faıthfulness towards Israel
throughout hıstory by referring the Exodus Second the ormula 15 sed
ega XIS to strengthen the force of partıcular laws by lınkıng them to the
Exodus tradıtıon and the S1inaılitıc an
In his three volume Commentary the book of Levıtıcus aCcCo Mılgrom
argued for dıfferent understandıng of the ormula the Holıness Code “a

far etched that the only DPUIDOSC of thıs ormula ega 15 fo

Walther Zimmerl1 , G Yahweh, Am Yahweh, ed alter rueggemann, Tans Douglas
(Atlanta: John KNOX Press, orı1ginally publıshed “Ich bın Jahwe  66

Geschichte UnAltes Testament. Festschrift Albrecht Alt Beıträge historischen Theologie 16
(Tübingen: Mohbhr Sıebeck 1953, 179—209; reprinted (rottes Offenbarung: G(esammelte
Aufsätze I, Theologische Büchere1 Ünchen: Chr. Kailser. 1969)) 1—40
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ident1ify ıts dıvıne author wıth the God of the Sıinaitic covenant.  »4 Rather, he
laımed that NJ Jhwh 1S used CXDICSS HWH’s authorshıp of the Holıness
Code and therefore stated the TCason of ıts ega fOrce; because G0od has seft
these commandments, the Israelıtes AdIC follow them Thus, In expressing the
dıvıne authorshıp, the ormula 1S sımılar N m Jhwh in the prophetic texts.”
Consequently, Miılgrom regards the ormula ellıpsıs for “I HWH YOUT
(J0d ave spoken)” OT “I HWH ave spoken)” and translates ıt thıs WadY
throughout the commentary.“ Moreover, Mılgrom not only laımed that the
ellıptic ormula 1S “abbrevıiated form of the statement that WHW has
spoken, ” but also that he ...  15 certaın punısh ıf hıs words aTre not Fulfilled ”” Hıs
claım 1S Aase: Num 14,35 where the formula 1S sed In extended form that
he cons1ıdered be the ““Complete formula’”: NJ jhwh FÜJ m-L[ E 0R “I
HWH ave spoken: Thus ıll do 26 Furthermore, he eferred varıant form
of the formula that 1S sed times In the book of Ezekıel nj jhwh IJ SI
$c1 HWH have spoken and 11l act  27
I0O be SUTC, there arec Varı0us indıcatiıons for Strong connection between the
Holıness Code and the book of Ezekiel ” ere 1S also 1CASON to regard Num
14,.26—35 d insertion by H U However, these lıterary connections do not
necessarıly 111Ccall that the formula in the 00 of Ezekıel and Numbers 1S sed
iın the Samnec WaY ıt 15 In the Holıness Code It 1S CUr10USs that Miılgrom
supporte hıs claım exclusıvely wıth references irom outsıde the Holıness Code.,
CVCN though the ormula 1S attested times In ıt
Thıs artıcle 11l examıne Mılgrom’s claım that NJ jhwh and NJ Jhwh Ihj In
the Holiness Code dICc equı1ıvalent to m jhw. Fırst, 11l ook al the lınguistic
basıs of the ormula in Lev TG Second, 111 discuss whether the ega
cContext of the Holıiness Code 1S comparable to Ezekiel and Num 14,35 Ir
111 examıne the formula’s connection the FExodus tradıtion, and finally
111 consıder 1ts ınk the CONCEPDL of holiness.

Linguilstic Observations

As already stated, the ormula has short form (nj IW and long form NJ
jhwh Ihjkm) The long form aft times INa Yy use pronomıal suffixes other than the

aCO! 1lgrom, Leviticus A N New Translation Ith Introduction and Commentary,
(New ork ale Universıity Press, 15
CF ıbıd., 15 L:
Gr 1lgrom, Leviticus a  N
6} 1bıd.., 518
GE 1bıd., 18
Ibıd.. 362m \O TÜ 0O C© &+ Ba Israel Knohl, The Sanctuary of Silence: The Priestly Torah and the Holiness School
(Miınneapolıs: Fortress Press, 91—92
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Critical ote the Formula nj Jhwhn iın the Holıness ode

211d DCISON plural, depending the context. arl Ellıger laımed that there 18
theologıca. dıfference In meanıng of the tWO forms: the short ONC refers
holıness and the long ONEC pomts HWH’s actıon ın history.

Wıiıll dıe erweıterte OrmMe °Ich bın Jahwe, ‚uCcCT auf den schuldıgen ank für dıe
empfangenen Wohltaten als Motiv für das Halten der Gebote Urc das olk hinweisen, 111
die reine Namensformel Gehorsam wecken als dıie 1Im eıigensten Interesse des einzelnen
Menschen lıegende Konsequenz aus dem Wissen dıe Heılıgkeit Gottes !®

As result, Ellıger dıd not consıder the [WO forms of the formula 5SYyNONYINOUS,
but rather Aas [WO dıstinct tormulas, the short ONC 15 “"Heılıgkeitsformel” OT
“Hoheı1itsformel” and the long ONC “Heıilsgeschichtsformel” OT “Huldformel. ”®
The dıstiıncetion that Ellıger draws, however, 15 not CONVINCINZ. On the ONEC hand,
both varıants of the formula AiIcC sed wıth almost equa. equency (26
OCCUHILIERNGES for the short form, for the ong On the other hand, hıs
assumption that these phrases ave [WO dıstinct SCNSCS o0€es NnOot stand o close
scrutiny. oug he correctly pomnted Out that the long formula 1S trequently
used o reference actıon In hıstory, especlally the Exodus, there dIiIC everal
examples of the short ormula wıth the Samne Context (6.2. 2235
Moreover, the short version 15 also employe wıth regards to holiness and
h1s sanctıfyıng W I9 20,8; W.  IC accordıng O 1ger’s thesı1s,
WOU only be characterıstic of the long ormula
The formula 1S oOUun:! times In the book of Levıticus, ofa In the
Holiness Code.** Thus, ıt 15 the ormula that 1S MOST extensively sed by and
Can be described ıts “sıgnature seal_ ” All but ONEC of these UCCHHIENCGcEs OCCUTS
al the end of ega per1cope, fact already mentioned by Zimmerli. '© Zimmerl1,
however, dıd not focus the maJorıty of but concentrated Lev 18,2.
the sıngle exception that SCS the ormula d preamble O ega sect1on. In this
partıcular CaSC, ıt 1S O be admıtted that the MOsSst lıkely PUTDOSC of the ormula 1S

make the laws of Lev 18 equıvalent In importance to the Ten
Commandments.

arl Ellıger, bın der Herr Kuer Gott, ” Kleine Schriften UM Alten Lestament, ed
Hartmut Gese and Otto Kaiser, Theologische Büchere1 37 (München: Chr. Kaitser, a
23 1rs) publıshed in T’heologie als Glaubenszeugnis: Festschrift arl Heim (Hamburg: Furche,

9—34
7 Ibıd., 216
13 Ibıd

Usually Lev 2A26 1s consıdered be the Holıness Code, whereas Mılgrom hat Lev
15 Iso part of Thıs CONLrOVEeTSY, however, has ımplıcatıons for the problem discussed In
thıs5 ere AaIc VOCCUITENCECS of the formula In chapter

F 1lgrom, Leviticus /—22, 15
Zıimmerli, el Am Yahweh,
The beginnıing of the ecalogue (Ex 202 5,6) SCS nKJ nstead of NJ and the suffıx of the
2nd PCISON singular rather than plural, fact that 1S disguised Dy the Englısh translatıons
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VYet the formula’s nction al the end of ega PasSsSagc to be dıfferent
ON  ® se]lf-introduction al the end of per1icope 18 rather od.  O The ecalogue
does not uUusc the ormula al the end of anı y commandment. Rather. the repeated
use of 'nj jhwh” in the closıng of ega nıt indıcates that the ormula ctually
states the basıs of obedience the law Thıs assumption 15 supported by the fact
that of the 5() CCUrITeENCE in the Holıness Code use the conjunction kJj, 1C
discloses ıts strong causal sSseNse. v
What’ then, 1S expressed by the formula? hılst ıt 1S true that the ormula
1S sed ıts In MoOost C  9 OCCcasıon adjective, partıcıple and
relatıve clause ATfe ttached to ıt spec1fy its meanıng. ese modıfiers aATrc

the clue o its meanıng, attesting the fear of God. the Exodus tradıtion, and,
MoOSstT prominently, holıness.

The ear of God

On three 0OCCAaS10ONS, the ormula 1s sed in 1t10N preceding commandment
to fear God ’  ’ 18352 The anner of 1S sımılar in all three

Fırst, the partıcular law 15 specıfied; then the commandment fear God 15
stated; finally, the 18 closed by the ormula. In Z} causal kj makes
direct lınk between °the fear of YOUI God’ and the declaratıon that “{ Yahweh
YOUIL (G0d’ The character of all three laws 18 the Samce, al] of them CXPICSS soc1al
oblıgatıons that protect the elpless from exploıtatıion. In 19,14 the Israelıtes AaIrc

prohıbited the deaf OT place stumblıng OC before the 1n Verse
19332 1S command respect the elders and cshow them due deference-—-1n
partıcular stand before them ASs gesture of esteem and polıteness. Fınally,

2317 1S prohıbıtion agaınst “oppressing’ OT cheating (nh 1p.  1 one’s
ne1ghbour. Miılgrom argued that ın all three the law 1S unenforceable by
human COUTT, therefore wjar €ta me loh’jca 1S attached O each law o underscore

watchful CYC OVCT the laws  20 The Israelıtes AdIiICc to keep the
commandments because (GJ0d 111 punısh them 1f they do not do NJ Jhwh,
therefore, 1S statement of enforcement of hıs dıvıne laws In the eve that
Israel 0€Ss NnOot observe them Miılgrom 15 CcCorrect in observing that the formula
contaıns threat of punıshment.
However, he also for the sımılarıty between the phrases nj jhwh and
Jjhwh. Mılgrom dduced evidence irom {[WO extended forms of the formula sed

Neve:  eless, the in LEeVvV 18,2 1S clearly sımılar x 202 and Ditn 5:6.C£ Miılgrom,
Leviticus /-22, 518

18 As the short and the long form of the formula aAre sed synonymously, us«c the short varıant
inclusıvely representing Iso the long varıant.
D F9.2: 20. 7: 20,26; Z 21.23% Z2.,106; 24.22; 2018 26,44
ılgrom, Leviticus /—22, 164  E and LPOS! Jacob 1ılgrom, Leviticus D e New Translation
ith Introduction and Commentary, (New ork Doubleday, 2179
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Critical ote the Formula nj jhwh In the Holiness ode

in Num 14,35 (Unj jhwh rÜ] m-1 r ı Sh) and in the book of Ezekı1el (nj jhwh
FU SIT; sed tımes). But the NIiEXTS of these arec dıfferent from
that of the Holıness Code In Num 14,35 the formula refers back the preceding
VEISCS in 1C God AaNNOUNCES the punıshment that he ll rıng uDON Israel for
her inequıties. The ormula 15 sed al the end of thıs pericope as SUMIMATYy and
confirmatıon of the punıshment proclaımed. By contrast, in the three
discussed above. Concrete punıshment 15 announced and the ormula 15 sed
only to CADICSS that God ll dıscıplıne h1is people if they do not keep hıs law It
functions as iımplıcıt threat of punıshment rather than confiırmatıon of
announced entence Put another WAaY, Num 14,28—35 1s V sımılar LO
prophetic word of doom, whereas the three in the Holıiness Code Aarec

clearly ega per1copes.
The use of the formula In the book of Ezekı1el does nNOot Ssupport Miılgrom’s claım
eıther. Sımilar Num 14,35, all OCCUTITENCES of the ftormula In the book of
Ezekıel AIiIc oun iın prophetic unıts. The formula 1s sed to confirm the dıvıne
or1g1n and the certaın fulfillment of the prophecy Undoubtedly in Ezekıel, the
formula 1$ sımılar to N M jhwh, a 15 generally sed 1(8) ver1fy prophetic
word. Indeed, In E7e 37,14 both ormulas AaTrTe Juxtaposed o each other to
underscore the Samne pomt. Thıs also makes clear that nj jhwh dbrtj w 'SJtJj
1s nNnot only sed in CONTLEXTS of punıshment but also aASs confirmatıon of
salvation ' But the Context of the formula in Ezekiel 1Ss VELIY dıfferent that of
the Holiness Code

The Exodus Tradition

More promınent than the connection {o fear of (J0d 18 the formula’s ınk to the
Exodus tradıtion, 1C 18 brought into play in [WO dıstinct wWays.“ On the ONC
hand, the ormula and reference o the Exodus are Iınked {O g1ve the rationale
for specıfic laws that ave theır or1g1n In Israel’s experi1ence of the Exodus,
especılally the teedom from slavery and exploıtatıon that 1S connected wıth ıt
For instance, In Z 38 relatıve clause 15 attached 18 the ormula (“I HWH
yOUr God, who brought VYOU Ouft of the and of Egypt, {to g1ve yOUu the and of
Canaan, be YOUTr God.”) in order {Oo g1ve the Tcason why the Israelıtes should
nNnot exploıt theır fellow cıtızens who have become DOOT. Because God has sei
them free and gıven them the land, they aTrec o Ssupport each other In {O
how they WCIC exploıted ıIn Egypt Thıs law of soc1al solıdarıty 1s plaınly
summarızed In 25531 1S the prohıbıtion of enslavıng fellow Israelıtes who

theır loans. They ave to work for theır credıtors and become 1ıke
hırelings to them, but they aTre not be consıdered slaves., as they AiIC paıd for

2 Which 1s Iso the ‚dSC In K7 17,24:; 34,4:; 37,14:; 36,36
Lev 19,36; 2238 23,43; 2538° 2555 26.13; 26,45
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theır work and they AIc free from theiır in the yCal of ubılee Thıs 1S due
the fact that the Israelıtes aAaTrc ultımately Yahweh’s ervants, because he brought
them out of Egypt statement that ends wıth the formula of “I Yahweh
yYOUT Go
On the other hand, the formula, combıined wıth reference to the Exodus, 1S sed
{to emphasıze g00d intentions towards Israel For instance, 2613 closes
the nıt In IC God AaNNOUNCES hıs essing Israel ıf they keep hıs law As
confirmatıon that thıs promıse of overwhelmıing essing 1S reihable and 111 be
SUTC, the ormula 15 stated and 1S Oll0owe: by relatıve clause that remıinds Israel
of the Exodus and of God freeing hıs people from slavery. Furthermore, In 26,45

reference the Exodus and the ormula dIC brought together o hıghlıght that
(G0d 111 neıther rea hıs COvenan wıth Israel NOT destroy them completely,
CVCN ıf he punıshes them for 18{011 keeping the law In both the posıtıve
GXpeMeNCcE of the Exodus 1S used o confirm HWH’s relhabilıty and h1is CaIic for
Israel

JThe Obligation of Holiness

As ıts tıtle suggests, the central 1Ssue ın “the Holıness Code” 1S holiness. The
formula NJ jhwh plays ımportant role  23 iın that context, aSs ıt CXPICSSCS the
connection between holiness and Israel’s oblıgatıon of holıness. Thıs
connection 1S wofold the ormula pomints out OW holiness 1S the 1[CAaSON

for Israel be holy; and ıt STITESSES sanctifyıng and separatıng actl1on.
Leviıticus VOZ states what 1s consıdered o be the GTE of the Holıness Code
"YOU be holy, for 1 HWH YOUTr God. holy  29 (gdsjm thjw kj qgds NJ
jhwh Ihjkm) Here, O W holıness 15 given as the ratıionale for Israel be
holy The command of holiness 1s clearly revealed Imıtatıio ABien Because
God 1$ holy, those aıthful hım should imıtate hım by keeping hıs law
Moreover. thıs CONCEDL of Im1itatıo dei CXÄDICSSCS VC nature HWH 1S
holy It 1s cruc1al to understand that thıs ıdea of holiness 1S un1ıque in the
cContext of Semitıc polytheısm. Whereas in other Canaanıte rel1g10ns Varı0us
deıties and CVCNMN realms of the WOT of iNnan COUuU be OUTCECS of holıness.
Yahwistıic rel1g10s1ty understands (GJ0d the only SOUTCEC of holiness.” Holıness
1s HWH’s ““quıintessential nature  2226 Thıs central theologica concept 1S
expressed both In Lev O2 and In 20,26 by the ormula nj Jhwh
Holiness requıres separatıon. Ose who AI imıtate holiness must be
separate from al] defilement Thıs separatıon requıres {[WO distinct PTrOCCSSCS.

DE otfa of (OCCUTTENCES ar dırectly Iınked holiness: 19.2; 2077 20,8; 20,24:; 2026 218
24183° 21235 2289 22,16; 2232

ılgrom, Leviticus /—22,
Z CT ıbıd., T
26 Ibıd., RA
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Critical ote the Formula N] Jhwn in the Holiness Code

Fırst, the people Must be Nal apart by (GJ0d (hence he 15 the only SOUTCEC of
holiness) Second, they mMust maıntaın thıs holy STatus by separatıng themselves
irom anythıng impure. The fırst aspect 1S expressed in 20,24 wıth combinatıon
of the ormula and relatıve clause: “I HWH yOUL God, who separated yYOU
from the people  27 n] jhwh Sr-hbdltj 'tkm mjm) Then, In Levıticus
20,26, both aSspects of separatıon dIiICc combıned sustaın call to holiness: Y ou

be holy to IN} for HWH holy and separated yYOUu irom the peoples,
that yYOou be mıne” (whjjtm [ qgdsjm kJ qgdws nj jhwh 'tkm mn-h mjim
1W [j) Lev 22,32-33 reveals that thıs separatıon s ultımate startıng pomt 15 the
Exodus . MB NOLT profane holy amne but ıll be sanctıfıed the
SOMNS of Israel; HWH YOUT God, who sanctıfıes YOU, who brought yOUu Out
of the and of Egypt to be yOUIL God, HWH.”
What 1s sıimılar in both aspects, holiness and hıs separatıon of Israel firom
other people, 1S that they dIiIc sed ASs ratiıonale for Israel {tO be holy. Because
(GJ0d 1S holy, the Israelıtes must also be holy, and because God has separated
them from all] other peoples, they must maıntaın thıs separatıon and keep
themselves separated 1C in both keep hıs law It tOo

that both aspects, holiness and hıs separatıng actıon, AIic combıned ıIn
the partıcıpıal phrase mqdskm (“who sanctıfiıes S IC 15 used times
together wıth the ormula In the Holıness Code“' It 1S HWH who sanctıfıes the
Israelıtes by separatıng them from the rest of humankınd and havıng them share
in hıs holiness. Yet because God sanctıfles Israel, her people have to follow hıs
law: yOUu keep Statutes and do them for I WH yOUT God,
sanctıfy 7  you (wSmrtm t-hqgtj w 'Sitm Im NJ jhwh mqd$km).” As thıs
combınatıon of ormula and partıcıple 15 prominent In the Holiness Code, it

08 1I1C that the qualifyıng Statement that (J0d sanctıfles Israel 1S mplıed In
the other OC TENGSS of the formula that ack er explanatıon “I
HWH your God)” robably the best example 5% thıs lıne of thıinkıng 1S 207
“Behave sacred and be holy for HWH yOUT 29 (whtgdstm whjjtm
qdsjm kJ NJ Jhwh Ihjkm) In thıs V  5 Israel 1Ss agaın commanded tO sanct1ıfy
erself and be holy, but ıIn CONTtras o all the above C  5 the rationale for thıs
commandment 1S nNOot O be OUuUnN! 1ın the declaratıon that (i0d hımself 1S holy NOT
In hıis separatıon of the Israelıtes NOT In hıs sanctıfıcatıon of them, but sımply
because he 15 HWH theır (G0d The simılarıty between thıs call holiness and
the other u that nj jhwh INaYy be SCCMH as short form of nj Jhwh
mqdsSkm

2 ( 20,8 Z ZED: 21230 229 22:36; 2232 The suff1ıx (whıch 15 the object) changes ıth
respecCt the grammatıcal COontextT, but the subject always remaıns YHWH

28 Lev 20,8
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Conclusion

It has been argued that lıngulstically nj jhwh and n] jJhwh Ihijkm AIcC varıants of
the Samne ormula ıle aVl ılgrom 1S cCorrect in pomting Out that the
formula’s PUrpOSC aft the end of ega pericope 1S fo g1ve the ratiıonale for the
law. hıis equatıon of NJ jhwh wıth N M jhwh in prophetic EeXTISs 1s ODCD to
question. Hıs analysıs 1S ase: Num 14,34 and everal VETISCS In the book of
Ezekıiel.i AiIc contextually dıfferent from the Holıness Code Consequently,
ıt 1S doubtful that Miılgrom’s translatıon of nj jhwh as “I WHW ave poken)  29
1S Correct. Rather, have explaıned that the ormula 1s connected ın the
Holıness Code O semantıc elements that attest o dıfferent meanıng of the
ormula Fırst, NJ jhwh 1S used in relatıon to the Exodus, In order to o1ve the
ratiıonale for specıfic soc1ı1al laws and STreSsSSs g00d intentions towards
Israel Second, the ormula 18 strongly lIınked to the CONCepL of holiness. The
formula 1S sed 1rm holıiness, ell aASs to pomnt Out that he has
separated Israel from the other peoples Both aspects aTrTe combıned In the
statement of NJ jhwh mqdskm (“I YHWH, who sanctıfıes „) Thıs
statement 1S not only attested times In the Holıiness Code (whıch 15 the addıtion

the formula MOst often use but also summarızes ıts central theme
Therefore, ıt 1S suggested that al] OCCUTENCES of the ormula nj Jhwh and nj jhwh
Ihijkm that ack er explanatıon, should be consıdered implyıng the
partıcıpıal expression mqgqdskm As result, Can SaYy that there 1s adequate
1CAasSon to aAarguc agaınst understandıng of the formula dAS sımılar o jhwh
and tO translate ıt “I WHW ave poken)  297 but regard it ellıpsıs for
nj jhwh mqgds$km s $I XHWHR, who sanctıfles you

hstract:

In hıs icle, the meanıng of the formula NJ Jhwh NJ Jhwh Ihjkm In the Holıness ode 15
discussed. It 18 found hat avı Miılgrom’s suggest10on understand the formula SYyNONYyINOUS
the formula Jhwh O€es nNnOoTt fıt the lınguistic and theological Ontfext of the Holıiness ode Rather,
ıt 15 argue: hat N] jhwh nj jhwh Ihjkm In the Holıiness ode 15 strongly elated the cConcept of
holiness and should be understood short form of NJ Jhwh mqds$km g | HWH, who
sanctıifies 97  you

Address0author:
Philipp Augustin, Logostraße P 4333)] Berlin, Deutschland,
philipp.augustin(@web.de

ZAH and 2008—-201


