
Studies in Isaiah

2.  The Unity of Isaiah  

A Proof for Supernaturalism



Modern rejection of only one Isaiah

◼ At least two Isaiahs

◼ One for the first main division (chapters 1-39)

◼ Another for second division (40-66), “Second Isaiah”

◼ A theory of prophecy that makes it impossible to 
believe in the unity of Isaiah

◼ Assumes prediction of future events is impossible

◼ How could Isaiah have known what would happen in the 
future?

◼ Only by special supernatural revelation

◼ Unity of Isaiah a type of proof for supernaturalism



Modern critical scholars reject 
the Supernatural

◼ Due to influence of scientific world-view
◼ Miracle and prophecy regarded as obstacles to acceptance of 

Christianity
◼ Persistent effort to eliminate the supernatural from the Bible
◼ R. H. Pfeiffer, Introduction to the Old Testament:  “The 

traditional theory, by accepting the book at its face value, 
necessarily presupposes the reality of the supernatural and 
the divine origin of the revelations it contains. . . . 
[P]rediction . . . belongs to the realm of the supernatural.  
Historical research can deal only with authenticated facts 
which are within the sphere of natural possibilities and must 
refrain from vouching for the truth of supernatural events.”

◼ To get rid of the supernatural in Christianity is to get rid of 
Christianity itself.  



Attempts to eliminate 
prediction from prophecy
◼ A. B. Davidson in the Hastings Dictionary of the Bible:  “The 

prophet is always a man of his own time and it is always to the 
people of his own time that he speaks, not to a generation long 
after, nor to us.  And the things of which he speaks will always 
be things of importance to the people of his own day.”

◼ Two great principles:

◼ (1) emphasis on the situation of the prophet

◼ (2) limiting the scope of the prophecies

◼ “The current theories of multiple authorships of Isaiah are 
founded largely upon the assumption that predictive prophecy is 
not even possible” (Gleason L. Archer, Wycliffe Bible 
Commentary).



(1) Changing the situation of a 
prophecy

◼ The prediction must really have been made much 
later than stated.

◼ If the situation given in the Biblical record seems to 
be suitable for a certain prediction, one might allege 
that the prediction did not actually refer to some 
future event, but instead was a general, vague, 
indefinite statement about current events that were 
later edited, revised, or amplified by later writers who 
wanted to give special importance to these later 
events by claiming they were the fulfillment  of 
ancient predictions.  



(2) Reducing the scope and 
definiteness of a prophecy

◼ Isaiah 7:14, traditionally regarded as a prediction of the virgin 
birth of Christ.

◼ Westminster Study Edition of the Bible:   “v .14 virgin.  The 
Hebrew word means a young woman old enough for marriage.  
The prediction is that nine months hence a mother will name 
her newborn son Immanuel (‘God with us’) as an expression of 
faith that God is with his people to save them.”

◼ No indication that this “prediction” is Messianic.

◼ Regarding Matt 1:23f.: “v. 23. Cf. Isa. 7:14, virgin.  The Hebrew 
word means ‘young woman’; the Greek translation is followed here.  
The Isaiah verse, originally spoken of a birth in Isaiah’s day, is here 
applied to Jesus’ birth.”

◼ Note “applied” not “fulfilled.



Statement from Oswald T. Allis, The Unity of 
Isaiah:  A Study in Prophecy (Philadelphia:  
Presbyterian and Reformed Publishing, 1950)

◼ “When the scope of prophecy is so restricted that the 

element of prediction is largely or wholly 
eliminated from the Bible, the glorious 
predictions of the coming of Messiah in His 
First Advent can no longer be regarded as 
Messianic, and it cannot be said of any of the 
Old Testament prophets, ‘he spoke of Him.’”



The word “predict” used in its 
ordinary sense of foretell

◼ The prefix pre (Latin prae). like Greek prefix pro
(prophetes), may have both a local and a temporal 
force.

◼ The “prophet” may be both one who forthtells, one who 
speaks for or interprets another (Exod 7:1-2; 4:15-16), and 
one who foretells things to come (Deut 18:21-22).

◼ Davis Dictionary of the Bible (4th ed., 1924):  “The English 
word is derived from the Greek prophetes which means one 
who speaks for another, an interpreter or proclaimer, and 
one who speaks beforehand, a predictor.  This twofold 
meaning is due to the two senses of the preposition pro, for 
and before.”



But notice what happens in the “Revised and Rewritten” 
edition of this dictionary (published in 1944 as The 
Westminster Dictionary of the Bible).

The second meaning is all but eliminated:  

“The prophetes, accordingly, is not a predictor, but one who 
speaks forth that which he has received from the divine Spirit.  
The prefix pro is not temporal.  The prophet speaks for, or in 
behalf of another, he is the mouthpiece or the spokesman of 
God.  He is a forthteller rather than a foreteller.”  

The statement in the older Davis Dictionary correctly represents 
the Biblical usage.  In the Bible the idea of foretelling is closely 

connected with the function of the prophet.    



A couple of examples

◼ 1 Samuel 3:11-21.  The first revelation to the boy 
Samuel was a foretelling of the doom of Eli’s house.  
Samuel then forthtold it to Eli. 

◼ Acts 2:30-31.  Peter identifies David as a prophet, 
then says of him:  “Seeing what was ahead, he spoke 
of the resurrection of the Christ.”

◼ Here the pro in prophet is certainly temporal.

◼ It would be absurd to render it forthseeing.



NT evidence for the unity of 
Isaiah

◼ Isaiah quoted by name about twenty times (more often than all the 
other writing prophets taken together).   

◼ Citations made from both parts of the book.
◼ Matthew quotes Isaiah by name six times (three times from the first 

part of Isaiah, three times from the second).
◼ Paul in Romans quotes Isaiah five times by name. and from both parts.
◼ John 12:38-39 cites Isa 53:1 and 6:10 as “Isaiah.”
◼ Luke 4:17 tells us “the book of the prophet Isaiah” was handed to 

Jesus and he read from Isa 61:1.
◼ All four of the Gospels quote Isa 40:3-4 as having fulfillment in the 

ministry of John the Baptist; in all of them the quotation is stated to be 
from “Isaiah the prophet.”

◼ Acts 8:30 the Ethiopian eunuch was reading “Isaiah the prophet” (Isa 
53:7f.). 

◼ Such evidence indicates that none of the NT writers believed the name 
Isaiah was doubtful or that there was a Second Isaiah.   



Conclusion

◼ Critics reject the idea that the whole book of Isaiah could have 
been written by the one man Isaiah because there are so many 
sections of the book that predict things that would happen in 
the future long after the time of Isaiah.

◼ But by special divine supernatural revelation Isaiah was able to 
foretell these things in advance and forthtell them to his people.

◼ The unity of Isaiah, then, is a proof for 
supernaturalism.


