N

£

Abstract: In this paper, we will study and give an overview
of the theories and approaches of Biblical Criticisms over
different periods by analysing their emergence, development,
contribution, as well as introducing some top scholars and
their works on certain theories. In this study, we find that
the theories and approaches of Biblical Criticisms have
been moving with the development of certain social trends,
literary theories, philosophical thoughts and the progress of
other social sciences. From this perspective, we can deduce
that new theories and approaches of Biblical Criticism will
continue to emerge out of new knowledge and new findings in
the future. On the one hand, people will continue to read and
interpret Bible, as it illuminates Christians and non-believers
on different levels; on the other hand, with the Biblical
Criticisms we read Bible from other aspects and perspectives,
and see more clearly, deeper, widely and farther than we
otherwise could, so we can always expect to emerge new
theories and approaches.
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34-47.
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