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ABSTRACT
WdY that tuneless Or does not. Second, they

The article Degins DY summarising and evaluating Brock’s have hbeen prayed and his makes their sentiments DECU-
analysis of the Ive maın approaches 1Dlıca ethics. It jarly powertful. Reader-response eOrYy has analyse the
CONCUFS ith Brock’s preference for the communlıttarıian, ethics of the Psalms and ointed Out how those who DIaYy
IDIICa ethical, and exegetical| approaches. But whereas the Psalms dre made identify ith the psalmist’s VIEW-
rocC! WOould give preemInent place 8 the exegetical/ DOIMNt. This IS done DV namıng their prestigl0us author
meditative approac of Bonhoeffer, this article drSUues aVı Dy the USEe of the first PETSON that DETSOTIS DFray-
that the ommMuUunNItarıan approach should be SUDreMEe. ng make the words their OW  / and DY Dortrayıng the
Interpretation of the Bible’s eaching ethics should righteous positively and the wicked negatively. The USE
nOT reflect the whims of individual scholars Hut reflect of the Psalms d Drayers ITa Yy also He analyse DYy speech-the CONSETNISUS interpretation of the universal Church aı theory. Praying the Psalms In Dublic worship IS akin
This MaYy sometIimes hbe difficult FeECOVET, but ıt should taking oath ın the words dIe addressed God
he the g0al The rest of the article IS evoted rguing ın the of human witnesses. In his WdY worship-that the Psalms have hbeen much INOTE iımportant in the DETS commıIıt themselves the words and attitudes of
formation of Christian and Jewish ethics than IS usually the Psalms In strong WAdY. Whereas merely istening
realised. Books biblical ethics tend overlook the |aws, Droverbs stOrıes involves Dassıve engagementcontribution of the Psalter, althoug ıt IS the MOST quoted ith their teaching, ONe else will Know ıf ONE silently
Old JTestament HOoOk In the New, and the moOst used Dart
of the Old JTestament In the Church

ecides to ignore ethica| principle, rayıng Psalm
actively involves making Dromises s who KNOWS

Iwo of the Psalms have made them CSPE>- whether Or NOT the worshipper IS Iincere It IS Hecause
Clally influential ın determining ethical hought First they the Psalms have been central| [O Christian worship down
have hbeen set MUSIC and SUunNg, and what IS SUung IS the centuries that their influence heology and ethics
easily memorised and dwells In the CONSCIOUSNESS In has hbeen profound.

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG Im euen Jestament Ist und der In der Kirche MeIS-
ten verwendete Teil des Alten Jlestaments

Der Artikel beginnt mMıiıt der Zusammenfassung und WEeI Aspekte der Psalmen hbesonders einfluss-
Bewertung Von Brocks Analyse der ünf Mauptansäatze reich ın der Bestimmung ethischen Denkens Zunächst
Zur biblischen Fr pflichtet Brocks Vorliebe für wurden SIe vertont und/ und Was
die gemeinschaftsorientierten, biblisch-ethischen und wird, ird leicht auswendig gelernt und leht auf eInNne
exegetischen Ansätze hei Während rocC jedoch dem Weise Im Bewusstseiln, WIE s Prosa oder Poesie ohne
exegetisch-meditativen nsatz Bonhoeffers den Vorrang Melodie nıcht Kkönnen. Z/weiltens wurden die Psalmen
einräumt, argumentiert dieser Artikel, dass diese Rolle gebetet, und die Gesinnung der Psalmen bekommt durch
dem gemeinschaftlichen Ansatz zukommen sollte. [ )Die diese Tatsache eIne hesondere Kraft DITZ Kezeptions-
Interpretation der ethischen Lehren der Bibel sollte nicht asthelı hat die Fthik der Psalmen untersucht un darauf
die L aunen einzelner Gelehrter widerspiegeln, sondern hingewiesen, WIE diejenigen, die die Psalmen beten,
den interpretativen Konsens der universalen Kirche. angeleitet werden, sich aallı der Sichtweise des Psalmisten
Dieser IMNAs manchmal schwer rheben seln, ennoch identifizieren. B1 geschieht Lr die Nennung ihres
sollte dies das 1e]| sSenın [JDer Rest des Artikels widmet renommMılerten Autoren David, UrcC! den eDrauc der
sich der ese, dass die Psalmen In der Gestaltung der ersten Person, dass die etende Person sich die Orte
christlichen und jüdischen viel wichtiger als zuelgen macht, und adurch, dass die Gerechten DOSIEIV
üblicherweise erkannt ird Bücher ZU1 biblischen und die osen negatıv dargestellt werden. LDer Gebrauch
tendieren oft dazu. den Deitrag des Psalters überse- der Psalmen als Gebete kannn auch Vo  e der Sprecha  e-hen, obwohl f das melstzıtierte alttestamentliche Buch Oriıe her untersucht werden. Im Öffentlichen Ciottesdienst
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die Psalmen beten ıst dem Schwur VOr Gericht ähn- entscheidet, eın ethisches Prinzip ignorieren, einhal-
lich die Worte richten sich VOrTr menschlichen Zeugen tet das aktive eien eIınes Psalms, C;Oölt inge VETSDITC-
(jott. Auf diese Weılse binden sich die Beter recht stark chen, und (j‚ott weilß, ob der eifer hrlich ISst oder nicht.

die Orte un Haltungen der Psalmen. Während das Weil die Psalmen über die Jahrhunderte Im christlichen
CGiottesdienst zentral WAadr ıhr Finfluss auf diebloße Anhören VOo Gesetzen, Weisheitssprüchen oder

OrYyS eıne Dassıve Beschäftigung mMıiıt ıhren Lehren invol- Theologie un tiefgreifend.
viert, wobei niemand weilß, ob jemand stillschweigend

RESUME formation de l’ethique Julve et chretienne. LeSs
CONsacres ’ethique iblique tendent ignorer Ia contrIi-

( et article DrODOSE resume et UuNne &valuation de bution du psautier, alors JUC C’est I5a 1E livre de ’Ancien
’analyse faite Dar rocC! des CING manıeres principales Jestament le plus Ouvent Cite dans le Nouveau et le plus
d’aborder l’ethique iblique. ffirme dVEC Brock frequemment utilise dans l’Eglise.
preference DOUTF les approches communautalre, EXE- EUX facteurs Ont contribue |’influence des Psaumes
etique et celle de ’ethique iblique. MalIs, tandıis UE dans Ia determination de Ia pensee ethique. une Dart,
Brock privilegie l’approche exegetique el mMmeditative de ıs Oont ete mMIS mMmusIque et cChantes, eTt les paroles
Bonhoeffer, Wenham UJUE l’on devrait plutöt DrI- des chants sont facilement mMmemMOrISEES et iImpregnent
vilegier l’approche communautaıre. L interpretation de Ia pensee d’une manılere qU! Das DOUF
l’enseignement iblique ethique devrait HdS refleter des textes qu on chante Hd LD’autre Dart, ils Ont ete
les preferences de chaque specialiste, mMals lE CONSEN- prıes et les sentiments qu'ils expriment OnNT alnsı DUISSaAM-
SUS interpretatif de l’Eglise universelle. Cela peut “averer ment affecte CEUX QquIı 1Es Ont prIes. est UE 1es

Psaumes Ont Ete centre du culte chretien Au desarfois difficile realiser, MmMaıls devrait Stre le hut Le
de "article OoOntre UJUC les Psaumes OnNT Joue röle siecles qu'ils Ont EXerCce UuNe SI profonde influence SUTr la

hbien plus iImportant qu on E Ouvent dans Ia theologie et ’ethique.

It 15 d pleasure respond Brian Brock’s Singing lo wıth he questioned Scripture, but later he
the Ethos of God Seldom Aave awaıted the pub- allowed It question hım In Scriıpture he heard
lıcatıon of book wıth such antıcıpatıion. It 15 VO1CEe callıng hım an shattering hıs deaf-
ine work aAM MOST stiımulatıng in ItSs 1deas, MOST of Ccs5 he prayed the Psalms, genume love for
which wholeheartedly endorse, but ınevıtably anl God W 4S kındled 1n hıs eart Though Brock STAaLEes
ethıcıst FOCcCUSseESs dıfferent 1SSUES ftrom bıblıcal that he O€s NOT regard Augustine’s of the
CXCDECLE. hıs dıfference in perspective will, hope, relatiıonshıp between ethıcs anı Scripture 4S L1OT[T-

MAabVve.. he belıeves modern students aV muchmutually enriching. W as asked reflect (J)I1

the YrSt sect1on of the book whıch 18 aln ılluımınat- learn trom hım He 15 that OC MUST be
Ing SULVCY of the maın CONTLEMPOFAFY approaches morally transtormed read Scripture, and that
bıblıcal ethıcs. 11l NOT r epeat Sımon Woodman’s WC learn read the Bıble in commMuUunNıtıES of tra-

dition. Ihe TYTSTt thırd of Brock’s work offers 4A1lOVErVIEW of these approaches, but Sımply 1VE IV
reactiOons Brock’s sSummMArIıES of different OVErVIEW of how far dıfferent approaches AaVO

VIEWS AN! where hıs ıdeas could be füur- taken board these ancıent ınsıghts.
Ihe YrSt chapter, Readıng Self-Consciously: thether developed. hen chall FeEVIEW three dıfferent

approaches the Psalms in partıcular that SUSSCSL Hermeneutical Solution’, eVIEWS the approaches
of Schüssler Fıorenza, ATtfe an Cosgrove. Brockthat Ar least hıstorıcaliy, NOT today, the Psalms

aVE been KCVEeNn LLOTC ımportant 1n the tormatıon thınks all three ATC inadequate, but for dıffer-
of Chrıstian ethıcal attıtudes than Brock E [TCasons Though Brock DES NOT wıth

Schüssler Fiorenza’s claım that the Bıble 15 OPPICS-
Assessment of DPart S1VE, he ADICCS wıth her that interpretation ınvolves

commıtment, whether thıs interpretation supports
Ihe Introduction DEZ1INS wiıth short sketch of the bıblıical wrıter’s VIEWS criıti1cıses them, aMn
Augustine’s cCONversic0N the readıng of Scripture. applauds her CM ECTMA for the DOOI aMn the weak.
Hıs inıtıal dıstaste for Scrıpture W as prompted Dy On the ther hand, he that atte A17 (Os-
hıs moral CsStrANZSCMECNL from ICS5Augustine SroVe'S claım neutralıty an theır attempt
havıng accepted the of hıs contemporarıes. referee objectively between dıfferent VIEWS 15
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miısgulded. They faıl recognıse fully theır Wn versal CONSENT ın the world-wide Church.
prejudıce and how It dıstorts theır OW Judgment. far hıs second COMNCETMN about the over-rel1-
They A themselves Enlıghtenment e183(0)83W A1NI1CE narratıve for ethıcs, he INaYy aVe pointof object1vity, which mMınımMıse the iınvolvement of A far 45 New Testament studıes Al CÖNGErnNEd. but
God iın human affaırs. an thus they M1Sss hıs VO1lCe ın Old Testament studıes of Old lestament ethıcs
speakıng through Scripture. Thıs TI the neglect of narratıve has ececn CONSPICUOUS.

TIThe standard German introduction ethıcsfaır ASSESSMENLT of these posıt10ns.
Ihe authors dıscussed 1ın the second chapter DYy Otto® has VC hıttle John Goldingay caut1ons

entıitled Readıng Jogether the Communitarıan agalnst usıng the narratıves for ethıcs iın Models forSolution’ claım that the Church 15 the Uu- Interpretation of Scripture: When take StOr1es
nıty ın hıch the Bıble 15 properly interpreted AF AS examples of what should do DE, rısk
hıch should embody the ethıc of Scripture, PIC turnıng the taıth Into somethıng do rather than
eminently manıfested ın the ıfe AaN! teachıng of somethıing God has one ” Sımiularly the popularJesus. “Che Chrıiıst SCOFVY orders Chriıstians’ Iıves 4S bookHo Read the Bıble for all Its Worth d1iscour-
they tell theır OW StOr1es through the lens of that ADCS 1tSs readers from drawıng moral pOoNts from
StOrY. “ bıblıcal storjes ® Yet  ‘ 4A5 ST DPaul 5SdayS, ftrom theır TSTt

TOC 15 LO sympathetic thıs commUuUunNıtar- composıtıon bıblıcal StOrı1es aVUC eecn told 1n order
1an approach than the hermeneutical, In partıcu- make ethıcal ponts: °For whatever W as wrıtten
lar Its acknowledgement that God speaks through ın former days W as wrıtten tor OUr instruct10on, that
Scripture an that the Church should acknowledge through endurance and through the CNCOUTASYC-hıs VO1CEe. He also of theır emphasıs of the Scriptures mıght ave hope (Romethıc which moulds CVCIV thought AN! act10nN, NOLT 15:4, ESV)
Just bıg aAM problematıc dec1s10ns. ut thıngs It has een standard Christian an Jewısh PFacC-about the commMUuNıtarıan approac make hım VCLIY t1Cce EVeGr SINCE read the narratıves for theır
UNCAaSV., Hırst, theır Insıstence that IT 15 wıthın the ethıcal instructlion. It 15 modern aberratiıon
Church that the ethıc 15 created AN! earned leads, neglect ıt Not, of COUISC, that 1T 15 always CaS yhe thınks, anthropocentric approach the pıck the author’s intention in tellıng these
Bıble an 1fs ınterpretation. Where there dIC dıffer- stor1es. For example, VC often peopleof VIEW, how do Judge who 15 being led that of WAar dIC glorıfyıng It. whereas
DV the Spirıt? Brock’s second CO”MIGELTN 15 the VCTr- the perspective of the wriıters 15 that violence 15
emphasıs of thıs approach ON narratıves Ar the abhorrent GO0d that, elımınate ıt he W AaS PIC-downplayıng of explıcıtly ethıcal ftound 1n the pare destroy al] mankınd SaVC oah an hıs
law, Wwısdom an Psalms famıly (Gen O:EL: 13) It 15 essentıal that descrıip-

sympathıse wıth Brock’s„but WOoOu L0N of behavıour 15 NOT confused wıth prescription:
NOT share hıs objections princıple. TOm the often the bıblıcal wriıters ıntend US be horrifed
church athers Calvyın and SOINC of hıs modern DY what thevy descrıbe; thevy do NOLT usSs

adherents, IT has een recognısed that the Bıble imıtate e 1n thıs regard the law and wısdom
belongs the Church, AaN! that the Church MUST books do help usSs ela where the MNMAaIrFators AL

interpret 1t, NOT outsıders. 'Ihe problem has NOTLT COomıng ftrom and what theır aSsUmMpt10Ns AF SO
been the princıple of the Church being the author- i agaın find myself iın basıc sympathy wıth
ıtatıve interpreter of Scripture, but that Often It the communıtarıans, though, 1ke Brock Caut10us
has refused lısten Scripture, 4S Schüssler about SOMIC of theır conclusıons.
Fiorenza has pomted OUuLT, that 1It has sed Scripture Ihe thırd chapter Focusıng Readıng: the Bıb-

lıcal Ethıcs Solution’ discusses what 15 the IMOSTOPPTICSS. hen of COUTCSC there 15 the problem
of schısm, that CVCLY eccles1astıical body claıms famılıar, synthesising, approac. der1ving eth1ı-
It has the rıght interpret Scripture ICS WI) WAYV  D  a cal teachıng from the For example, Ta
wıth multitude of conflicting interpretations atera’s New Testament Ethics the Legacıes f Jesusthen being advocated. Ideally, AdS Calvın argued,° and aul takes each Paulıne epistle and each gospelScripture needs be interpreted DYy bıshops of separately, seekıng define Its partıcular ethıcal
the unıversal Church wh. subject themselves 1fs teachıng first, before integrating IT Into A broader
authority. So favour the commuUuNIıtArıAN approac synthesıs. Matera 1NS1ISts that (MIE MUST begın wıth
ın princıple, though fear.  - from Brock’s SUMMIMMALY, the canonıcal books AS they stand, NOT for examplethat SOINEC of theır VIEWS would NOL command UnN1- tryıng dıstınguısh between the historical Jesus
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(or Paul an the Jesus of Matthew. “Ihe prımary Testament: whıch, 88! Marcıoniıte fashıon, they
object of New Testament ethıcs should be the WTIt- de facto 4S TLIOTIC ımportant and access1ble Chris-

12InNgs of the New Testament rather than A hıstorıical t1an ethıcal eNqU]
reconstruction of the ethıcal teachıngs of Jesus, the These faır Hays hımself
carly church, Paul. an on 210 Whiıile NOLT disagree- SayS *the New Testament VIS1ION the Old.?
ıng wıth atera’s startıng pomt, Brock that would ad that when New Testament scholars
describing the teachıng of dıfferent bıblıcal books do ethıcs an COIMMDAIC 1fs teachıng wıth that of the
15 only STAart 1n formulatıng bıblıcal ethıc Ihe Old, thev tend focus ON the Law an Wısdom
contrıbutions of the dıfferent books do eed be anı perhaps the rophets, but neglect the COIN-
combıned and then compared wıth the modern trıbution of the narratıves an Psalms, probably
t10N the modern Chrıiıstian.
sıtuatıon determıne theır relevance aN! applıca- the parts of the (JIld Testament quoted AN!

alluded in the New They often faı] realıse that
BYy‘ Rıchard Hays, The 0V Vısıon of the PrOVIS1ONS 1n the law often do NOT I'CPI'CSCIIt the

the New Testament SOCS much turther 1n thıs dırec- behaviour that the bıblical wriıters WOULU regard 4S
t10N2. Agaın it 15 ocused the New Testament, ıdeal, only the Inımum soc1al requırements. “

Brock would 1ıke SCC the Bıblıcal Ethıcswhose teachıng he SULVCYS number of tOpI1CS.
However, Hays INS1IStS that OLIC cshould NOLT Just approach supplemented DYy ınsıghts from the Com-
O0k Aat the explicıt thıcal inJunctions of the New munıtarıan. thınk would Arguc the LTEVOEISC 14
JTestament, but the images 1T describe that the insıghts of the Communıitar-

1ans AT LNOTC basıc than the Bıblıcal Ethics schoolthe Christian ıfe an the narratıves, especı1ally of
the ıfe of Christ, produce rounded Chrıs- of thought. Ihe Bıblıcal Ethıcs school of thought,
t1an ethıc. He SULI11S thıs under three headıngs: Aat least 4S expounde: DY Brock, leave
COMMUNITY, an! LICW creation. Ihe Church the determınatıon of interpretation ındıyıdual
15 called be countercultural COMMUNItY. Jesus: CXDECTITS, wh. probably dısagree, rather than seeıng,death 1S the paradızm tor human actıon. Ihe theologıans AS members of the body of Christ, the
Church demonstrate resurrect1on ıte in the UrCc. whom they SCTVC An whom they
as-yet-unredeemed world In studyıng the teach- ANISWET.

ıng of the New Tlestament the CXCDETE wıll OTE Chapter 4, Readıng, Doctrinally: the Bıblıcal
parallels An analogıes wıth modern S1tuations aAM Theology Solution’ focuses (J)I1 the work of Brock’s
DYy the guldance of the Spirıt 111 be able appP1V colleagues 1n Aberdeen, Francıs Watson AN! John
them today's 1SSUES. Hays ıllustrates hıs method Webster, both of whom stand in the STrCAMM ofbıblı-
Dy lookıng ar varıety of problems, such 4A5 VIO- cal theology that ZOCS back Barth hıs ollows
Jence, dıvorce aM homosexualıty. brief dıiscussion of Brevard Childs, who developedYoder’s The Polıtics f Jesus skıps much of the canonı1cal eriticısm. *> W aS hıttle surprised Ar how
prelımınary descr1ptive work that Matera and Hays lıttle attention W ds g1ıven canonıcal er1tic1ısm ın
do an ZOCS straıght the relevant bıblıcal 5 Brock’s dıscussıon of the Psalms;® tor IT has eecn

the maın A1ICa of dıscussıon ın Psalm studıes in theand then trıes explaın them For example he
SCCS the New Testament austafeln, hıch advo- last decades. ver S$1INCE Childs’? dıscıple
CAte recıprocal responsı1bilıties between husband Wılson The Ediıting0Hebrew Psalter
and wiıfe, Master an slave, chıld and ParCnt, ASs (1985) there AT een INanıy artıcles and LLIOIL)

exemplıfyıng behavıour inspıred DY Chrıst Ihese
thıs method. Canonıical criticısm of the Psalms
graphs aM maJor commentarıes!” exploitingINJUuNCtL1ONS wıth the StO1C lısts where only

the ult male W as the free AN! ther ranks focuses the 1ICMIre of the Psalter. the
in socılety had obey hıs rules. TOC of Psalms, theır titles, the Irangemen ofthe Psalms
thıs approach, especılally when 1T 15 combined wıth 1INto books, an U wıth 1e6W determinınginsıghts trom the commMUNItaArıaAN 0)8l  g He gently how the Psalms WEeETC understood when they WEeETC
chıdes Hays an Yoder for NOT drawıng OUT the collected Into the CUrTTENT anthology. hıs o1VESiımplıcations of mutual submıiıssıon 1n much LNOTC ocused approach theır understand-
polıtıcally COrTecCt egalıtarıans. “ More Ser10us 15 hıs ıng than the older methods such AS form CYIt1-

C1ISM. It a1MSs elucıdate what the Psalmscharge of Marcıonısm. “Ihese analyses dıspropor-
tionately favor the New lestament:; wıth the ımplı- those who YrSt read them canonı1cally. Upini0onscatıon that Chrıistians, 1n theır actual uUusSc of the dıffer 4S the AIGCess of thıs approach AN! there
Bıble should O0k tor mora|l guldance the New AdIC dıfferences between canon1ıcal crıtics certaın
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1SSUES of interpretation, ® but intrınsıcally CAaNON1- SCS the Psalter AS provıdıng us wıth appropriate
cal criticısm the method that takes the words address God It 15 designed traın Ur

4S Scripture MOST ser10usly.*” speech and affections towards God.“4 hıs medita-
t10N 15 ocused the law, hıch Bonhoeffer findsBrock finds merit ın the POS1It1ONS ofWatson AaN!

Webster. He pralses Watson tor actually discussıng NOL only 1n the Pentateuch, but throughout chp-
bıblıical an applyıng them CT TENE 1SSUES. e
Hıs work Lgape, Ervos, Gender brings together bıb- Whiıle the Bıble O€s contaın princıples an
lıcal crit1c1sm, Christian dogmatıcs and cultural rules, meditation 0)8! the law 15 NOLT really qu
sensIt1VItY.““ OWEVer Brock hınts that he thınks t10N of formulatıng these rules AN! applyıng them,
atson 15 TMOTC sensıtıve culture than Chris- much AS ınvolvement in conversatıon wıth
t1an theologıan ought be “Watson 15 happıer God that the meditater 15 moulded and guided
admıt that the Spirıt speaks the church through lıve 1ın godly WdY. It ınvolves lıyıng wıth
the world than he 15 wıth prophetic speech wıthın undıvıded heart AaN! see1ıng all that FeECE1IVE AN)

the church ıtself 21 ift from (30C. allowıng (Tr outlook aM behav-
Brock happıer wıth Webster’s theory of 10ur be changed Dy them It 15 above al Praycr.;

eXegESIS, but he aments that Webster Oes NOT only Prayvycer nables Uus let of SIN AN! tollow
put hıs FOSTAMUN Into actıon. He SULI11S the WdY. Or Bonhoeffer the Chrıstian ıfe 15 NOL

FOSTAMUM! 1n three pO1Nts: Orst, the subject of all based 0)8| rules princıples, ut INtIMaCY wıth
Scripture 1S Christ; second, the reader of Scripture God mediated DY obedience the guidance found
MUST be ready rCcpCNL when Scripture CONVICTS 1n the Bıble FEthıcs 15 Journey ON path which
hım of C  > thırd, readers MUST dıscover theır God gu1ldes US, NOLT Dy S1VviNg long-range MaD,
place in the scrıptural narratıve. Reflecting CIl CO11- but by tellıng us what the C step 15

hermeneutıcs ebster claıms that they TOC basıcally COLIICUTS wıth Bonhoeffer’s
often M1SS the mark because thev faı] submıt approach, though he thınks he SAVC LOO lıttle
Gi0d’s demands mediıiated through Scripture. It 1$ for the work of the Spirıt, an emphasısed creatiıon
DYy lıstening the word that Christian CONsSCIENCE AL the CXPCNSC of redemption. But he ADICCS wıth
15 formed, NOLT through developıng [TMNOTC An TMOTC Bonhoeffer that producıng rules ftrom the Bıble 15
hermeneutical rules. °In CONsSCIENCE attend the miıstake. “Bonhoeffer has substantıiated OUr WOT-
call of myself 45 perfected in Christ, wh. both r1es that sSumMArIES of the Bıble’s ethıcal CONMNFFENT
reveals 1stance trom perfection an an ATIC methodologically problematıc. Such d-

gu1des the closıng of that gap  27 r1es FUrn Scripture into book that contaıns moral
After VC broad endorsement of Webster’s claıms rather than being the poıint AT hıch medi-

FTOSTaMMC, Brock offers thıs Jjustified criticısm: tatıon Od’s Word Cal become EMVENNn richer. 26
°In arrıvıng AT the conclusıon that theology 15 L.uke Brock apprecılate Bonhoeffer’s method
eXCSESIS, ebster leaves undone what he asks hıs of meditatiıon ON Scrıipture AS d WAaY find (GI0d’s
readers do avıng saı1d that theologıans should guldance, but IT [UNMN the rısk of
NOT make CXCSECSIS A SECONdarY tertiary part of becomiıng vVCLY subjective unless 1It 15 controlled DYy
theology, he nevertheless takes 4S hıs primary the cOoMMUNITATIAN AaN! bıblıcal ethıcs approaches.
the wrıtings of Barth and Bonhoeffer theologı- Indıyıdualism Cal 1U rMoOt, AN! of OUuUrLtra-
cal hermeneutics. 23 SZCOUS ıdeas INAaYy be claımed be Justified the

TIhe final chapter of art I® ‘Readıng AS Medi- basıs of meditatiıon the Scriptures. Nor
tatıon: Ihe kxegetical Theology Solution”, 15 persuaded that princıples AaN! rules, models and
devoted expoundıng the approach of Bo_nhoef- virtues, CaNnOT be derıved from Scripture. What
fer, both the Psalms and ethıcs. Brock 1VES 1S wıth affırmıng that the Bıble rules L1IT
INOTC Bonhoeffer’s ıdeas than those of adultery and murder, but INSIStS honourıng DaL-
ANVONC else SAVC Augustine AN! Luther. (One W OI1- CNTS keeping the Sabbath, and carıng for the poor?
Cers ıf he feels that Bonhoeffer’s approach tulfils Admuittedly there ATC INalıy > anı tricCkv

sıtuations where IT 15 NOLT clear how ONC should ACtWebster’s TOSTAMIMN of exegesI1s. Bonhoefter’s key
ıdea 15 that the Psalms ATC for meditatıion, the basıs of Scripture, and whart miıght be the
ASs Psalm PULtSs It “On hıs law he meditates dav rıght COUTSC of actıon tor T PCISON miıght NOT
an nıght Meditation (hagaı in CDrewW) 15 NOLT be rıght tor another. But that O€Ss NOT there
sılent thought, much 4A5 speakıng It oud eıther AdIC CICAT, firm princıples that characterıise

oneself (r wiıth others. Like Luther. Bonhoeffer Christian ıfe and behaviour.
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The influence of the Psalter Ver strength 2881 they DPOSSCSS. secondly,
three miıllennıa the LTCasonmn lıes In the unıfyıng effect whıch chan-

hıs then 15 what TOC has Sd y 1in part of hıs ng the Psalms has upON the sınger. For sıng
book Much of the FreSsSt of the book 15 taken the Psalms demands such concentratiıon of

man’s whole being ON them that, 1ın domg it, hıswıth expoundıng Augustine an Luther’s uUuSsS«c of sual dısharmonYy of mınd HRT correspondıngthe Psalms hat of the theologıians
in the estern church should DaYy such attention bodıly confusıon 15 resolved, Just AS the

the Psalter 15 of COUTISC sıgnıficant, but the ınflu- of everal fAutes AIC brought DYy harmonYy OC
effect . %SCII of the Psalms 15 much LLOTC pervasıve than
Jews aVve alsoO commented the value ofthıs. IF Was both Jews and Christians the

MOST wıdely sed part of the Old Testament. AS the MUSIC iın intensiıfyiıng devotion. he-Hasıd,
evidence from both Qumran an the New Testa- twelfth-century rabbı
MENT cshows. Say yYOUL Praver ın the melody that 15 MOST

Ihe Psalms WEEIC d regular Part of Chrıiıstian pleasant an in YOUL CVCS hen VOU chall
worshıp both 1n monasterıes aAN! 1n publıc worshıp Pray wıth PropCcr concentration; because the
for nearly millenn1a, untiıl hymns AaN! worshıp melody 111 draw YOUTF CAart after the words

dısplaced them in SOMNC branches of Protes- that COMMC from VOU mouth. Supplication in
antısm. In the Miıddle Ages Psalter W asSs the only melody makes the eart WCCD, AN! praise in
Part of the Bıble layman W as lıkely OW Set melody makes the eart happy. hus yYOU 111 be
MUSI1IC people ould sıng the Psalms AT. OoOme and filled wıth love an JOoVY for Hım that i (35 yOUrwork AS described 1n Athanasıus’ letter Marcellı- Heart, an yOU 111 bless Hım wıth love
L1U!  s hıs wıde dıffusıon of the Psalms DAVC them and wıth JOY.  29
profound an wıde infÄuence 1n formıng the Chrıs- Martın Luther 1ın 1538t1an ethıc But the vVC of the Psalms makes Musıc 15 be praised AS second only the
forms of ethıcal instruction in the Church. WAanTt
1T lıkely that theır ınfÄiuence Went deeper than other Word of God because DV her ATC all the CINO-

mentıion three facets of theır power.“” t10NsS swayed. Nothıng earth 15 INOTC mı1ghty
make the sad ga  V AN! the SaV sad, hearten

the downcast, mellow the overween1ng, temper
Sınging and the Psalms the exuberant, mollıfy the vengeful. hat 15

why there ATC INaNV an psalms. hısFırst they aV IMOST often een SUNS Ihe sayıng
°L.et make the of natıon AN! C ATE. NOT prec10us oift has GEn bestowed -0)8! T1 alone
who makes Its Jaws’, 15 often ascriıbed Plato, but remınd them that thev dIC created praise

and magn the Lord .°actually from Andrew Fletcher, leadıng
Scottıish polıtıcıan AT the openıng of the 11- More recently Davıd Ford has commented:
teenth Whoever saıd IT atters itte. for IT Whart OC€Ss (sıngıng) do wıth the crucı1a| hrıs-
CAPDICSSCS VCLY well the of t1an mediıum of words? It OCes wıth them what

In hıs Letter Marcellinus Athanasıus praise a1mMs do wıth the whole of realıty: IT
Words of thıs kınd should be NOLT merely sald, takes them Into transformed, heightened
but rendered wıth melody AI SONS; for there eXpress10N, yeL wıthout AT all takıng AWAV theır

ordınary meanıng. Language ıtself 1S 1N-dIC actually SOLILIC sımple folk us wh.
thınk the [Cason for singıng them 15 Just make ded AN! 1fs delıghts and An intensified,
them TMOTC pleasıng the ear! Thıs 1S DYy NO an AT the SAa11ılc time those who Jo1in 1ın ATIC

Holy Scripture 15 NOT designed bound together IN strongly. So sSingıng 15
tickle the gesthetic palate, anı IT 15 rather tor model of the WdY praıise C A  — take ordınary ıfe
the soul’s OW profit that the Psalms dIC Sun anı transposc It hıgher level wıthout losıng,
hıs 15 chiefly for I1CAaSO1S In the rsSt what 15 g00d in other levels. TIhe socı1al of
place, IT 15 Attıng that the sacred wrıtings cshould MUS1C iın general (for g0o0d ıll) 15 ell known,
praise God in AS ell p  9 because the an 1T An levels an 1in WAaYS that nothingelse can .9}freer. less restricted form of V'  , 1ın which the
Psalms AUC CaSsT, CMNSUTrecs that DYy them LL  _ hus ST MUS1C AaN: communally the
should CADICSS theır love GOod wıth all the Psalms aVe CVCN IHNOTEC than when they ATC
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merely recıted. f GV DGL recıtatıon 15 LLLOTC rbele-Küster draws attention other devıces
powerful instructor than lıstenıng stor1es, COM- in the CX that clearly a1mM iınfiuence the read-
mands CT wısdom Sayıngs. Listening 15 PaSsSIVE, Er ®  n perspective. There ATC general blessings PTO
ındeed the IMNCSSAHC Can be iıgnored DYy the lıstener, nounced: “Blessed 15 the I11all wh. blessed ATIC all
but recıtatıon aM especılially SINgINS 15 aCt1VIty who blessed 15 the ONC who (EAS ZiLZ. ö4:12
hıch ınvolves the whole PCISON and be Ihe paradıgmatıc qualıity of the lıfestyle that 15
honestly undertaken wıthout real cOommMıtMeENtT pronounced blessed Invıtes the reader iıdentify
what 15 being sa1d SIl wıth ıt Ihe of blessing should CNCOUTFAYC

Singing recıting the Psalms 15 form ofPraycl, al adopt thıs WaYV of ıfe
aN! thıs has ımportant ethıcal CONSCYUCMNCCS, For Another devıce INVItINgS the worshıpper ıden-
example, when Pray Forgıve us OUuUr trespasses tıfy wıth the sentiments of the Psalm 15 the uUuSsSs«c of
4A5 forgıve those who agalnst S, WC the FSt PCISON. TIhe psalmıst often speaks ın the
ATIC commıittıng ourselves forgıve ther people. rSt PCISON ‘1 111 bless the LORD AT all times’
What worshıppers Sa y in Praycr ought ave Someone sıngıng prayıng thıs Psalm
profound effect OM them because these words dIC later 1$ thus iınvıted do the SAUaIlCcC. Indeed the
addressed God, whı Can evaluate theır sıncer1ıty suggestion INAaYy well be reformulated 4A5 COIMN-
aM worthıiness. If we praise certaın LYpPC ofbehav- mand chare 1n the psalmıst’s EXpekHeENCE. Psalm
10ur 1n OUr Praycrs, AL tellıng God that thıs 15 CONtINUES: “() aM SC that the ( IRI)
how ıntend behave. On the other hand, ıf 1n 15 Z0OO (34:8) Ihere then ollows blessing in
Praycr denounce certaın ACTS and DLaVYy for God the thırd PCISON ALLVOLILC wh. PULtS hıs LEHSE ın

punısh them, dIC iın effect INVItING God God “Blessed 15 the 8858  e wh. takes refuge ın hım!”
Judge us do the SaJmlıc hıs makes the ethıcs 54:8) Ihe Psalm concludes wıth the general les-
of lıturgy unıquely powerful. it makes that the psalmıist has earned which he wıshes
claım the belever than law, wısdom IY, future generations appropriate tor themselves:
hıch ATC Sımply subject passıve reception: (OILIC

Car lısten proverb OT story an then take 1T Come, chıldren, lısten wıll teach VOU
the tear of the Lord

(IT leave It, but ıf yYOU DIraYy ethıcally, yYOU commıt Whart [an 15 there who desıres lıfe, AN! lovesyourself path of action.
INa y days, that he INaYy SCC 700
Keep yYOUL from evil, and YOUTF 11ps from

Reader-response eOorYy 4N the Psalms speakıng deceıt.
Depart from evil; al do g0o0Od; seek D  S anReader-response theory has been partıally explored
PUrSUC 1TDY Dorothea Erbele-Küster iın her book Lesen als

Akt des Betens: FEıne Rezeptionsästhetik der Psal- Many T the aflıctıons .of the rıghteous: ut the
men>? 1ın 1G she SCS reader-response theory ord delıvers hım urt of them all 34:11-14;

19ıllımınate the rhetorıical S1tuHAatıion of prayıng the
Psalms. She asks: how O€es the PCISON prayıng the hıs swıtch between aest AaN! thırd PCISON
Psalms become iınvolved an experience theır S1S- ENCOUFAZCS the SCr of the salm identify wıth
nıfıcance? the viewpoint of the psalmıst.“* RBut partıcularly the

She her dıscussıon Dy endorsing the insıghts SE of the FSt PCISON CNCOUTASCS such ıdentifica-
of canonı1Ccal crıtics who aV SC the sequeNCINS t10N: “Ihe EXPETIENCE of the of the psalm embod-
of the Psalms 4S sıgnıfıcant. Psalm proclaıms the 168 rel1g10U0s ıdeal, whose realıty 1S OPDPCH the
triumph of the Davıdıc house, ut thıs 15 imme- reader EXPETIENCE
dıiately ollowed DY collection of Psalms each
headed {bY David- INanYy of which relate the trials Speech-act theory IN the Psalmsthat dogged hıs ıfe 1 .ıke MOST canonıcal CrIt1CcSs che
Oes NOT ASSULLIC that the titles ATC historıically rel1ı- Another approach that cheds lıght (J)I1 the UN1IQUE-
able but thev do cCONstraın the uncrıtical reader NCSS of the Psalmıiıc ethıc draws On the insıghts of
alue them, because they I'CPI'CSCIIt the words AN! speech-act theory. Specech-act theory W as devel-
experience of Israel’s kıng hus Frbele- oped in the late twentieth by phılosophers
Küster thınks these Davıdıc titles g1Vve the Psalms of Janguage such ASs Austın and Searle. and then
paradıgmatıc quality an CNCOUFASZC the later reader applıed theology Dy Varıo0us scholars such AS

ıdentify wıth theır sentiments.° Evans and TIhıselton. Unfortunately there aV
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2n 110 maJor attempts Uusc speech-act theory Ihe Lord Judges the peoples;
ıllumınate the ethıcs oft the Psalms but IT Judge IN Lord, accordıng

ffer potential. rıghteousness
AaVC already observed that the Psalms dıffer ATı accordıng the integrıty that 15 ın

from other parts of the Bıble in that they ATC Oh, let the evıl of the wıcked GCEHTLIG A end,
be recıted SUNS  >> AS PravVCers. hat 1S theyv ATC anı INAaYy VYOU establısh the rıghteous

publıc address God Ihe Psalms PUut powerful YOU wh. HS the mınds AN! hearts;
words into the worshiıpper’”s mouth rıghteous God!

For there 15 truth in theır mouth; Ihe psalmıst affırms that God 11l Judge all the
theır inmMoOst self 15 destruction; peoples Dut then InNvıtes GO0od Judge hım, despitetheır throat 15 OPCD 3A  > affırmıng that GOod the mınds A hearts. It
they fAlatter wıth theır 15 quıite challenging anı dısturbing Praycer. do all
Make them ear theır guut, God; worshippers really God EStT theır inner-
let them fall by theır W counsels; MOST motıves? But time AN| agaın in the Psalms
because of the abundance of theır transgress1ONs INr thıs SO ofPrayer. IThe recıter sınger of the
CAST them OUL, Psalms 15 thus ınvolved 1n SIVvINg VC actıve ASSCNHNT
for they AaVve ebelled agalnst VYOU 5:9-10): the standards of ıfe ımplıed in the Psalms.

Here the psalmıst 15 accusıng the wıcked an SUu111- Ihe closest analogy in Scripture thıs affır-
monıng GOod intervene agalınst them. We aV matıon of standards, thınk, 15 ftound ın Deuter-

sımılar SCENAr10 1n Psalm Ihıs ınvolvement Ihere 1n be performed
of the worshıpper 1n eXpressing ASSCNHNT these shortly after entry INto the promiısed and
sentiments makes the Psalms quıte dıfferent from the trıbes stand before the Leviıtes wh. then DrO-
the other modes of teachıng ethıcs 1n the Ihe 1O0OUIL1ICEC (1 certaın LYPCS of, mostly SCECTEL

narratıves WEeETITC presumably recıted Dy STOTV- S1NS. After each ‘all the people shall ANSWECT
tellers wıthın the famıly In the trıbes, ut they an Sa V, “Amen” °
rarely make explicıt theır Judgments the act1Ons But Cn sayıng “Amen’
that ATC recıted. the moral of the story mıght SCEM1-passıve when compared wıth recı1ting the
aVEe een mıssed and certaınly dıd NOT “a Psalm When VOUu PFLaYy Psalm , YOU ATC descr1bing
be endorsed DYy the lısteners. They could aVEC Just the act1ons yYOU wıll take an what yOUu wıll AVO1d.
iıgnored the point, AS SUSPECLT IaLLıYy lıstening It 1S TMOTC 1ıke takıng oath makıng VO

worthy CLIINONS often do Austın pomted OULTL that remarks ATC much
Ihe Samnec 15 LIru of the Iaws. We AUC NOT how TNOTC than STALeEMENTS about facts, which ATC eiıther

they WEEIC passed 1n Bıble times. Few people LIru: false Promıises for example change the SIfU-
would aVEe had wrıtten copıes of the law SOMNC atıon an iMpOSse oblıgations ON the speaker A13

the Levıtes WCIC ınvolved 1ın teachıng C(YTe2Ee exXpectat1ons in the lıstener. promıise 15
the law. In the lıght of the practice 1n ne1ghbourıng example of speech AÄCı Wedding OWS ATC speech
cultures, 1T would MOS lıkely that IMOST people’s AGCTS LO  O TIhe key words 1n marrıage CCICMONV
knowledge, ıf aILYy  T ould aV C OTLIC from ear- ATC spoken publıcly An God g} take YOU
ıng recıtations of the laws AL rel1g10Us festivals. But In wedded wıfe aV AN! hold from thıs
TICC agaın for the lıstener the reception of the law day forward, for better for„ for richer for
W as essentially passıve. You lıstened the Iaw an POOTCT, in sıckness AT health love and cher-
maybe explanatıon of 1t DY preacher, AN! then ısh, till death I8 do part.‘ One Lrusts that brıdes an
IT W dS$ YOU  J keep 1t reject 1T AdS yYOUu Sa bridegrooms FONOUNCE these words after careful
f1t (Neh S:1-10 As long 4S VOU dıd NOLT publıcly thought beforehand an wıth complete Sincer1tyrejecet break the law yYOU ould SUFVIVE, socı1ally the bIg day, Ihe words themselves transtorm
AT least. hus receIVINS the ethıcal teachıng of the theır they become Ian An wıfe. hus the
law Or the h1stOry books of the W dS basıcally words ATC performative.“° Ihey change the S1tUA-
sılent passıve affaır. t10N.

Recıtıng the Psalms 15 dıfferent. Ihe Praycr of One of the earhest wriıters apply speech-actthe Psalms 15 takıng these words OI h1s lıps an theory the language of worshıp W as Donald
Sayıng them God 1n personal and solemn WAaY. Fkvans ıIn The 0910 of Self-Involvement.°” He O€es
An example 15 PsalmL NOT specıfically discuss the language of the Psa%ms,
1 A EJT 18:2
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ut hıs TMOTC general observatıons ATC MOST p€l'tl- behavıour ımply (but do NOLT report)
OUr dıscussıon He that MOST theo- that aV unfavourable attıtude towards

Jogıcal STaAateMENTS from belıever RCa behavıour Behabiıitives ımply attıtudes 4()

CII weaker OINMNIMMISSIV! SCI1ISC hıs observatıon FEvans that MOST Janguage about God 15
believe aptly describes the S1TUAaLIiON of those PraYy eiıther OINIMNISSIV! behabıtive aMı therefore self-
Ing the Psalms It partıcularly pertment study ınvolving Self- ınvolvement 15 partıcularly evident
of the ethıcs f the Psalms Evans begıins bDy NOUNNg or PCISON Where rCDOrL IMY Attı-
that when God addresses humankınd he makes tude the PI'CSCIIt ULEr anNnGce 15 rarely
COMMILEME an when PCISON addresses God HHAGIX rt equıvalent YOUT IT of
there 15 COMMILME 111 attıtude It tends COMLMUALT the pattern of

Sımiularly I11all OC€s NOL (Or OC€s NOLT merely) behavıour which referring; 1T has forward
Aassert CETTAaInN facts about God he addresses God reference behavıour for whıch the FCSPON-

the aCLLVICY of worshıp, COMMIEUN hımself sıble NOL merely observer
G0od and CXDICSSINS hıs attıtude G0od In Many Psalms ıllustrate thıs
far AS Od’s self- revelatıon 15 self- involving Blessed be the Lord

verbal aCLIVICY (Hıs Word 15 claım al PFOIMNISC tor he has wondrously cshown hıs steadfast love
oift aM demand c AN! I1nall rel1g10Us Jlanguage
15 also self-ınvolving verbal 3.Cth1ty P An obedient when W AS besieged Cltythankful confession ATl Praycr al theology needs had saıd IN alarm

outlıne of the Var1lOus WdYyS 111 whiıich Jangu “x CHt off from YOUL sıght
AYC 15 self- ınvolving 38 But VOU heard the of pleas for

Evans book provıde such al analysıs when cried VOU tor help (Ps 31 2} 22)
of how the anguage of worshıp ınvolves the WOT- Many remarks which TSt sıght SCCI1 be
shıpper Evans SaVS that STAatements lıke { PrOM1SC IMETC STALETINENIS of FACı CONSTALLVES, wıthın the
AT C  V performatıves for the speaker LOML- ofworshıp AVC clearly performatıve torce.
MUALTS hımself1 LOTC than verbal WAaY. THhev AVC According the Old Jestament...I11all 111 general

CORMRLGIIE for the speaker 15 undertakıng behave 15 created wıth role 4S nature’ steward AaN! Od’s
111 specıfied WaYV the füture: tor example, he 15 artıculate worshipper In the bıblıcal CONFENXT
undertakıng "return thıs bookZS

SaV, “God 15 IL1Y Cireator 15 acknowledge the vole
God’s ATIC also OM  VCS DPsalm whıich God has assıgned O Sa y 3}} acknowledgeD YOU 4S kın You A1C kıng 15 CADICSS A

111 tell of the decree S1810 ONg C114 43 Ihe called enthronement
he Lord sa1d You ATC Son Psalms (3 100) oOffer examples of thıs
today N begotten yOUu The ord rC19NS he 15 ro 111 MAaJCSTV;Ask of an wıll make the yYOUr the 1Lord 15 robed he has PUL ()I1 strength AS hıs
heritage belt (Ps T}and the ends of the earth YOUF PDPOSSCSS1ON Ihese ( ommıssıves dIC Cces which the

These dıvıne entfs evoke trom speaker COMMUITS hımself future of
humans In fact INanYy of the Psalms dıyıne Prom- LMNOTC than merely-verbal behavıour
SCS AdTIC quoted DYy the psalmısts 111 theır DravVcer an Prayıng the Psalms 15 performatıve typıcally
Praise Followıng Austıin term1ınology. Fvans calls OIMNIMMISSIV! AT SaVINS these solemn words
TSsuch AS thank yYOU WC PFalsc thee GOod alters HIC relatıonshıp WaY that ICI
Lord’ a apologıse behabıtives because lıstening s NOT Thıs 15 NOLT 11ECW insıght St

thev elated the speaker another PCISON 117 Paul Sa confession of faıth AS alterıng ONC STATCUSs
the COTTEN of human beharıour A19 socı1al rela- before God “r vVOu confess wıth YOULF mouth that

wıthout being strongly OIMNMISSIV! Ihe Jesus 115 Lord and beliıeve ı VOUTLC eart that GO0d
speaker ımplıes that he has Certain attıtudes raısed hım trom the dead YOU wıll be saved For

wıth the eart OIMNC believes aM 15 Justified andrelatıon the PCISON whom he addresses
towards what he 15 talkıng about In SaAaVINS, 1 wıth the mouth ONC confesses an saved (Rom
thank yOou', ımply (but do OT repOrt) that 10)

grateful YOU; 111 SaVINS, »I apologıze for al} argument INAaYy be applied the Psalms
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Ihroughout the Psalter ONC 15 confessing that the and Ethıcs ın the Bıble”, Journal f Jewish tTudies
1A29LORD 15 God, and 4A5 the Psalms often 1Ns1ıst thıs

1515 SupposCe| be confession that from Ihıs ınvolves studyıng the Ainal ftorm of the bıblıcal
PUIC an Sincere eart 1t 15 certamly salvatıon [010) alongsıide theır critically reconstructed hıs-

CO has NOT given an of bıblı-that the Psalmıist seeks: time aAM agaın he pleads cal ethıcs usıng canonıcal Crit1C1smM, TOC. wondersGod SAVC hım, delıver hım, ear hıs Pravycer
anı Whether thıs always (ICCUFT'S NOT 15 whether ıt 15 actually possıble.

SI dIC glımpses of the me in TOC 5SIngıng,NOLTL PUrDOSC dıscuss LLOW. sımply WaAant SLÜ: 316
TAW OUrTt SUOILIC of the sımılarıtıies between takıng 1 H- Hossfeld AN! nger, Psalmen 51 100

oath, makıng vO confessing faıth and PraVy- 2000 and Vesco, Le psautıer AD
ıng the Psalms thınk these parallels INAaYy help us (2006)

SC how powerful the commMııtmMent 15 that the 18 E‚g the MeESS1IANIC expectations of the Psalter.
Psalms make of theır SC For basıc iıntroduction thıs approac. C Clin-

ONn ann, 1 heologıcal Introduction LO the Book of
Professor Gordon Wenham teaches Old Tlesta- the Psalms (Nashville: Abıngdon,

20 FOC. Sınging,MEeNLT ATı Irınıty College, RBristol. He 15 author of SAl 5Singing,INalıy DOOKs, includıng Story AUS Toralı Readıng the a Sınging,Old Testament Ethically (I (Clark. 2000 TOM 23
he W as A member of the AN1- SInging,

Singing, 73
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5Sınging, 95
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