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University Press, 2009), 65-91.



}_xH;‘;d | OELEI H:E|0|-0| .u.IE_l A-Iji OH 7(-|A=-|}
algf|ae|o| MA 87

st w2k 40 o] =4k
Mo ZFE o7 AlZsh=d| 7 7]EA ] AL “dlp@Guy th)

1o
N F
i

L AA1S) £5Y, BA Ol B Holc] E el A
22 A vnrks, 1 Gel @71 | Ay
Aol k. AR Amst He 4P BE 9ol 2347
AL, o]5e SEA tehdeh e 2417

77 EE Qe xmow el
q

oo m¥ rfr Kl od
[‘2
_\"l
2
_>,L g
E
rir
=
FU{

L
éT:
FO
flo
HJ
)

2L
=2
r o)
ol ol
>
£

o)
off

e
-2
o>
RGN

1o K

Ay e AN B oo X R e ox
~

A e
=2,
LT
6:)
R

-

Hn

_E‘
lo
i
Y
o,

2
N

N
>

(e}
Zlo
2
tlo
L
>,
ot

g mln

Gl
fu
[

n,
S
&
@l
oX,
k
=2
X,
¥
50
&
[d
£
=
[
L
u g
=2
o
<
re
a
2T
rO

wr 1o g wE
S
iy
tlo
m ey
N
e
~
O]
)
X

i)
>
rlr
52
32
i)

rA2el S5 oA a7t Almshs A dld e AdlE skt A
BAp AL A7) 2% 174 spirde] <Ay Foglekels doltk
31 H o] mman ninql o] o]

Bavdty dmobovdode” = o] QI =, d|EE|o] FAF el AEA
AP SRS AR o9EkH] okal, A, A dx]H o

Zolt), 3|uEME T8 Mgud S SAE 74
w7k sofol FAA, A WE st By «Frhe]
AA )Tt “HE o w AP e (3 EAF FE7E deixl 2
of gttt :Laléoi RS 7L Aohd R o ¢

ZOIGIEE: “U= F508A F& Folrk ] v Folkl7krd o]

It

4) AR7F At 8 slEelol S TARIEA, T1Elal A el slue]o]
e A FuFeAs s wehdd SAR Hol Atk EXEH. A
Wolfson, Philo: Foundations of Religious Philosophy in Judaism, Christianity, and Islam
(Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1947), 1. 881 ‘[ E O} 3| BT olE w-¢-

AN A A AL e el a5 ole ek SHIGH



88 Canon&Culture M8 15 ]20144 &2

thell H2= vt o] tiEdith

EFE ARolA Slo] F&e I thE 40) Algolth 41 olFHe]
7] Witk ME i @A S dol A Wb, Bt 4

1
s 23 g
a5 2Eet aol ovh a9 o Awe Foo
Falol s, ob ol 23]
"

o2 Rl & HIOE
Mo o> 2 X rff

N
5%
rlr
nu
to
=
Py
Ju

A}

2, Qs /K9] Fgo] glor] ofw Aol Al A1A)A
28 olAlel, 219 Rk WeHE, 97 Fgo] Aol 5+ Utk ol

AR SAPE 2 v, O S50wM 8] A k. o)Zle] Awrt
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Ay, e Hale A, Bk A, Tloje] By, Folrglshe] o],
P77} 21491 A5 AL, Toy] h5uke] §x|;, F=aeel W, fo]&
ol WA, T4y, 1, 2.

8) My T AL 212 FA7) 27:12-159) 37:7-102 RO 7 gk vpA] 1870
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9) Fi5teoe] AN, 1; "ol FkE 2, 1; HE A, 1; Pk A4
A AEARY, 1 TEFe B, 1; T, 11 2HTIG. E. Sterling,
“The Interpreter of Moses: Philo of Alexandria and the Biblical Text” A Companion
to Biblical Interpretation in Early Judaism, M. Henze ed. (Grand Rapids: Eerdmans,
2012), 4191 ©]# 3t 0|24 MEEO] o EFEphorus, FGrH 70), Tl L5524
AE-F(Diodorus Siculus), 12|31 QAHFA(Josephus, Ant. 811; 13.1; 14.1;
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<Abstract>

The Nature of Biblical Interpretation of Philo of Alexandria

Prof. Jaecheon Cho
(Reformed Theology Seminary of Korea)

Biblical interpretation penetrates the religious and philosophical
thoughts of Philo of Alexandria. His biblical interpretation is con-
centrated on the Pentateuch. Philo’s interpretive treatises are group-
ed into three categories: Questions and Answers on Genesis and
Exodus, the Allegorical Commentary, and the Exposition of the
Law. These three groups represent unique selection of the text
interpreted, modes of interpretation, which seem to designed to
suit the needs of specific groups of audience. Questions and
Answers covers only parts of Genesis and Exodus, but they are
formulated with the basic pedagogical format as well as simple
responses. These features would work well with students at the
elementary level. Under the Allegorical Commentary we have 20
treatises, most of which deal with the text of Genesis. These writ-
ings are structured with four-fold format: the first lemma, basic
explication of the text, and secondary lemmas followed by figu-
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rative and allegorical meanings. The structure is featured with thor-
ough and wide-ranging treatment of the text and appropriate for
the advanced students. Lastly, the Exposition of the Law deals
with the entire Pentateuch, and while lacking in secondary lemmas
it features retelling of the biblical stories as well as literal and allego-
rical explications. Thus it might serve the wider audience, probably
beyond the Jewish community.

It does no justice to Philo to call him an allegorist. With some
exceptions, Philo usually presents both literal and allegorical mean-
ings, and appreciates the value of the former. Allegory is an indis-
pensable tool for reaching the religious, philosophical truth, and
can be justified by the thought-world in which Philo and his readers
lived and operated. the portrayal of Moses as the supreme philoso-
pher, prophet and priest lends him more support for his use of
allegorical methods. For Philo, interpretation of the Bible is always
a project for the benefit of the community which he belongs to
and wants to serve.



