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Genealogy

Here is Hort' s classic definition of genealogical method: The proper method of Genealogy consists 

. . . in the more or less complete recovery of the texts of successive ancestors by analysis and 

comparison of the varying texts of their respective descendants, each ancestral text so recovered 

being in its turn used, in conjunction with other similar texts, for the recovery of the text of a yet 

earlier common ancestor.3 Colwell says of Hort' s use of this method: As the justification of their 

rejection of the majority, Westcott and Hort found the possibilities of genealogical method 

invaluable. Suppose that there are only ten copies of a document and that nine are all copied from 

one; then the majority can be safely rejected. Or suppose that the nine are copied from a lost 

manuscript and that this lost manuscript and the other one were both copied from the original; 

then the vote of the majority would not outweigh that of the minority. These are the arguments 

with which W. and H. opened their discussion of genealogical method. . . . They show clearly that a 

majority of manuscripts is not necessarily to be preferred as correct. It is this a priori possibility 

which Westcott and Hort used to demolish the argument based on the numerical superiority of the 

adherents of the Textus Receptus.4 It is clear that the notion of genealogy is crucial to Hort' s

theory and purpose. He felt that the genealogical method enabled him to reduce the mass of 

manuscript testimony to four voices— " Neutral,"  " Alexandrian,"  " Western,"  and " Syrian."

(Page 15). The Identity of The NT text



Metzger states: Irenaeus, Clement of Alexandria, Tertullian, 

Eusebius, and many other Church Fathers accused the heretics of 

corrupting the Scriptures in order to have support for their 

special views. In the mid-second century, Marcion expunged his 

copies of the Gospel according to Luke of all references to the 

Jewish background of Jesus. Tatian' s Harmony of the Gospels 

contains several textual alterations which lent support to ascetic 

or encratite views.1 Gaius, an orthodox Father who wrote 

between A.D. 175 and 200, names Asclepiades, Theodotus, 

Hermophilus, and Apollonides as heretics who prepared 

corrupted copies of the Scriptures and who had disciples who 

multiplied copies of their fabrications.2
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Colwell has done an instructive aboutface. The majority of the 

variant readings in the New Testament were created for theological 

or dogmatic reasons. Most of the manuals and handbooks now in 

print (including mine!) will tell you that these variations were the 

fruit of careless treatment which was possible because the books of 

the New Testament had not yet attained a strong position as 

" Bible."  The reverse is the case. It was because they were the 

religious treasure of the church that they were changed.5
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Matthew Black says flatly: 

The difference between sacred writings in constant popular and 

ecclesiastical use and the work of a classical author has never 

been sufficiently emphasized in the textual criticism of the New 

Testament. Principles valid for the textual restoration of Plato 

or Aristotle cannot be applied to sacred texts such as the 

Gospels (or the Pauline Epistles). We cannot assume that it is 

possible by a sifting of ' scribal errors'  to arrive at the prototype 

or autograph text of the Biblical writer.2
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G E N E A L O G I C A L  M E T H O D  N E V E R  

A P P L I E D

• That Westcott and Hort did not apply this method to the manuscripts of the New 
Testament is obvious. Where are the charts which start with the majority of late 
manuscripts and climb back through diminishing generations of ancestors to the 
Neutral and Western texts? The answer is that they are nowhere. Look again at 
the first diagram, and you will see that a, b, c, etc. are not actual manuscripts of 
the New Testament, but hypothetical manuscripts. The demonstrations or 
illustrations of the genealogical method as applied to New Testament manuscripts 
by the followers of Hort, the " Horticuli"  as Lake called them, likewise use 
hypothetical manuscripts, not actual codices. Note, for example, the diagrams and 
discussions in Kenyon' s most popular work on textual criticism, including the 
most recent edition. All the manuscripts referred to are imaginary manuscripts, 
and the later of these charts was printed sixty years after Hort.3
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M I X T U R E

• Another challenge to genealogy is "mixture." The second limitation upon the application of 
the genealogical method to the manuscripts of the New Testament springs from the almost 
universal presence of mixture in these manuscripts. . . . The genealogical diagram printed 
above (p. 110) from Westcott and Hort shows what happens when there is no mixture. When 
there is mixture, and Westcott and Hort state that it is common, in fact almost universal in 
some degree, then the genealogical method as applied to manuscripts is useless. Without 
mixture a family tree is an ordinary tree-trunk with its branches—standing on the branches 
with the single trunk—the original text—at the top. The higher up—or the further back—
you go from the mass of late manuscripts, the fewer ancestors you have! With mixture you 
reverse this in any series of generations. The number of possible combinations defies 
computation, let alone the drawing of diagrams.7 Other scholars have agreed that the 
genealogical method has never been applied to the New Testament, and they state further 
that it cannot be applied. Thus, Zuntz says it is "inapplicable”,8

• (Page 23). 
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Even Kurt Aland said there are no real text-types: The simple fact 

that all these papyri, with their various distinctive characteristics, 

did exist side by side, in the same ecclesiastical province, that is, in 

Egypt, where they were found, is the best argument against the 

existence of any text types, including the Alexandrian and the 

Antiochian.We still live in the world of Westcott and Hort with 

our conception of different recensions and text-types, although this 

conception has lost its raison de’etre, or, it needs at least to be 

newly and convincingly demonstrated. For the increase of the 

documentary evidence and the entirely new areas of research 

which were opened to us on the discovery of the papyri, mean the 

end of Westcott and Hort’s conception. (Aland, The Significance of 

the Papyri, pp. 334-337)

Fortner, Michael D.. Editing God: Textual Criticism and Modern 

Bibles Analyzed (pp. 63-64). Trumpet Press. Kindle Edition. 



John 6:69

“Son of God”?





Luke 2:33

Joseph was Jesus’ Father?





Matthew 5:22

Jesus was angry





Matthew 27:35

compare Ps 22:18




