
    
      
        
          
        
      

    



	[image: ]

	 
	[image: ]





[image: ]


Sir Isaac Newton’s  DOOMSDAY  2060


BY 


Dean Spanley

















[image: ]






	[image: ]

	 
	[image: ]





[image: ]


AUTHOR'S NOTE
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Up to now you have been reading a novel — Beyond the Grave. From here on I am speaking as a historian. The people in Doomsday 2060 are real, the documents are real, and the dates are not mine to invent.

Doomsday 2060 centres on three figures: Sir Isaac Newton, Abraham Shalom Yahuda, and Gerard Wallop, 9th Earl of Portsmouth.

	Sir Isaac Newton — the conduit


In the novel, Newton at eighty-four drinks a hidden elixir on his deathbed in Kensington and is condemned to live out his prophecies through three generations of the Yahuda line.

Fact: no elixir exists. Newton did practice alchemy, he did poison himself slowly with mercury, and his papers were damaged in a laboratory fire in 1692. There is no record of a potion of life. The conduit is fiction. The obsession is not. Newton left more than a million words on theology and prophecy, including the 2060 calculation preserved in the Yahuda collection at the National Library of Israel.

	Newton’s language about the Catholic Church.


Newton wrote between the 1680s and the 1720s, within living memory of the English Civil War, the Popish Plot, and the Glorious Revolution. In his manuscripts he routinely calls the Papacy “Antichrist” and Rome “Babylon.” This was standard Protestant polemic, shared by Locke, Milton, and most Anglican divines of his day.

I quote Newton verbatim because to edit him would be to falsify him. Modern Catholic-Protestant relations have changed profoundly since Vatican II, and I write as a historian, not as a polemicist. For Newton, the issue was not people but doctrine, specifically the additions he believed Rome had made to Scripture and to the nature of Christ.

	2. Abraham Shalom Yahuda — the collector.


Fact: Yahuda was at Sotheby’s, London, on 13 and 14 July 1936. When Viscount Lymington’s Portsmouth Papers were broken up, only two serious buyers emerged: John Maynard Keynes and Abraham Yahuda. 

The whole sale raised just over £9,000. Keynes concentrated on the alchemy, Yahuda on the theology, and the two men traded lots afterward to complete their sets. 

Yahuda’s motive was scholarship, not mysticism. As a Jerusalem-born Orientalist from a distinguished Baghdadi family, he was defending Hebrew antiquity against a thesis then gaining ground — first in Freud’s 1934 lectures and later in Moses and Monotheism (1939) — that Moses was Egyptian and Judaism was borrowed. 

Freud was not antisemitic. He was a secular Jew driven into exile by antisemites. Yahuda opposed Freud’s thesis because it undercut his lifework on the accuracy of the Bible, not because of personal animus.

Yahuda bought Newton to prove a point: the founder of modern science took Hebrew chronology and prophecy seriously. The manuscripts he secured include Newton’s reconstructions of biblical genealogies, more than three hundred pages on Daniel and Revelation, and detailed Temple measurements drawn from Ezekiel and the Talmud.

Yahuda’s life in brief: born Jerusalem 1877, published on Arab antiquities as a teenager, attended the First Zionist Congress 1897, taught in Berlin 1905–1914 and Madrid 1915–1922, married Ethel Judes in London June 1921, lived in London 1921–1942, emigrated to New York 1942 and taught at the New School, died 1951 in the United States. He left no children. Ethel survived him until 1955. 

Fiction: Yahuda did not work at Bletchley Park, and he had no descendants. The “three generations” in the novel are invented.

––––––––
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	3. Gerard Wallop, 9th Earl of Portsmouth — the mediator


In the novel, the Earl trades safe passage for Newton’s papers, then befriends Yahuda for life.

Fact: Wallop was real, and in the 1930s he held antisemitic and pro-German views. After the Holocaust, his position shifted markedly. Britain after 1948 did use unofficial peers as backchannels, men like Sir Hugh Foot and Harold Beeley performed the kind of quiet mediation my fictional Earl performs.

There is no evidence Wallop ever met Yahuda. The friendship is invented. The political lane is not.

	Why the fiction?


Facts tell us Newton calculated an earliest date — 2060 — for the fulfilment of prophecy. Facts tell us the Temple Mount remains the world’s most volatile thirty-five acres. Only story can show what it costs to live inside those facts. 

The elixir was myth. The choice is not. 
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PREFACE: WELCOME TO MY WORLD
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​

In 2004, at fifty-four, I was diagnosed with Autism Spectrum Disorder. The label explained a lifetime of patterns. For some people it conjured Rain Man or Mr Bean. For me it placed me on the higher-functioning end of a spectrum I believe Newton and Einstein shared — minds that see systems first and social cues second.

That wiring has shaped my apologetics. I read religion for what it is, not only for what it appears to be. John 17:3 says eternal life is “that they might know thee the only true God, and Jesus Christ whom thou hast sent.” For an autistic mind, “knowing” someone you cannot see can feel illogical. Romans 8:26 helped me make sense of it: the Spirit helps our weakness and intercedes. Truth, for me, has always been something to test, not something to assume.

My testing began early. At five I had an angelic visitation and a run of vivid spiritual dreams — the kind adults call imagination. My mother was seeking the Holy Spirit at the time, and her pursuit became mine. At twelve I was baptized in the Spirit. By twenty-one, as Scripture puts it, the gate was open.

The 1970s gave that faith a stage. I sang gospel with Billy Graham’s Youth for Christ while the world argued over civil rights and Vietnam. 

Radio was full of sacred music — the Doobie Brothers, Norman Greenbaum, Pat Boone and Debby Boone, and later Bob Dylan’s Slow Train Coming. I sang live on Sunday morning radio with some of Australia’s best country artists, then moved to children’s television, and from there to the Australasian Christian Broadcasting Association, where I hosted a religious segment with a ventriloquist character named Elfi. 

It was a busy, joyful decade. Romans 15:13 felt literal: joy and peace, abounding in hope.

––––––––
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Off camera I built things. Electronics fascinated me. I designed a “Music Machine” and an animatronic robot named Algatron to teach Einstein’s thought-experiment method in schools. Algatron became mascot for the Canberra science festivals for three years. Science never felt foreign. Church sometimes did.

2 Corinthians 11:26 names the hazards of the road — dangers from rivers, robbers, countrymen, and “false brethren.” I found the last the hardest. Like Newton, my theology did not fit snugly inside an institution. I was never a good team player when team meant politics. I preferred the work to the committee.

That preference sharpened during Covid. When mandates divided congregations, I chose a different path and started Australia’s first online home church. It was simple: prayer requests, testimonies, Scripture, communion at kitchen tables. It felt closer to “the Way” in the first century — believers in homes across provinces — than many modern sanctuaries. It also confirmed something I had long suspected: the family home can be a refuge when public worship becomes a test of compliance.

People ask if I am qualified for this kind of work. I did not take a Trinitarian M.Div. I studied Modalism at a non-Trinitarian college, and I have spent fifty years in manuscripts, music, and machines. My qualification, if I may call it that, is inheritance as well as study.

My great-great-great-grandfather, Edward Roberts, built the tide-predicting machine for the British Admiralty and received the Imperial Service Order in 1907. He taught iron to read the sea. I was given his patience for patterns.

That patience is why Newton found me in 2007. When his theological papers made headlines after the National Library of Israel digitised the Yahuda collection, I recognised the method at once: compare texts, trust early witnesses, suspect later edits. I also recognised the temperament: intense focus, discomfort with crowds, a willingness to be called a heretic rather than recite a creed he could not affirm.

This book is not a memoir, but you deserve to know the lens. I read as a man on the spectrum, as a former Sunday school teacher who still trusts a child’s question, and as a builder who likes to see how things fit. My aim is not to make you Modalist or anti-Trinitarian. 

My aim is to let Newton speak from his own pages — the ones Yahuda bought at Sotheby’s on 13 and 14 July 1936 — and to let early Christian writers speak before fourth-century councils spoke over them.

If you came here from the novel Beyond the Grave, welcome to the workshop behind the story. If you came for Newton’s 2060, welcome to the reason he calculated it at all — Dean Spanley Brisbane, 2026.

Let’s begin with the texts.
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CHAPTER 1: CONSTANTINE'S CHRISTIAN EMPIRE
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Before we delve into the intricate mechanics of the Trinitarian doctrine, it's crucial to understand the historical context that profoundly shaped Isaac Newton. Students at Cambridge College were mandated to familiarise themselves with the history of the Constantinian dynasty, a study that instilled in Newton not only the tenets of faith but also a deep appreciation for early Christian martyrs. 

Indeed, there can be no doubt that all of Sir Isaac Newton's innovations, both religious and scientific, were firmly rooted in the history of the Church.

The first recorded official persecution of Christians on behalf of the Roman Empire was in  AD 64  when as reported by the Roman historian Tacitus, emperor Nero blamed Christians for the Great Fire of Rome. It was under Nero that Peter and Paul were martyred in Rome, marking the beginnings of sporadic and localised persecutions over a period of two and a half centuries. Christian’s refusal to participate in the imperial cult was considered an act of treason and was punishable by execution. 

The most widespread official persecution was carried out by Diocletian beginning in AD 303. 

During this Great Persecution, the emperor ordered Christian buildings and the homes of Christians torn down and their sacred books collected and burned. Christians were arrested, tortured, mutilated, burned, starved, and condemned to gladiatorial contests to amuse spectators. 

Diocletian was followed by Galerius as Augustus and continued murdering Christians for the next 6 years until God relieved them of their torturous lives via the Great Battle of Milvian Bridge 28 October AD 312 by rivals Maxentius and Constantine the great.

––––––––
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Before we talk about this great battle, we need to understand the political discords that were festering among the Roman dynasty during that time. The underlying causes of the battle were the rivalries inherent in Diocletian's Tetrarchy. 

After Diocletian stepped down on 1 May 305, his successors began to struggle for control of the Roman Empire almost immediately. Although Constantine was the son of the Western Emperor Constantius, the Tetrarchic ideology did not necessarily provide for hereditary succession. When Constantius died on 25 July 306, his father's troops proclaimed Constantine as Augustus in Eboracum (York). 

In Rome, the favourite was Maxentius, the son of Constantius' imperial colleague Maximian, who seized the title of emperor on 28 October 306. But Constantine's claim was recognized by Galerius, ruler of the Eastern provinces and the senior emperor in the Empire hence, Maxentius was treated as a usurper. Galerius, however, recognized Constantine as holding only the lesser imperial rank of Caesar. 

Galerius ordered his co-Augustus, Severus, to put Maxentius down in early 307, but when Severus arrived in Italy his army defected to Maxentius. Severus was captured, imprisoned, and executed. Galerius himself marched on Rome in the autumn but failed to take the city. Constantine avoided conflict with both Maxentius and the Eastern emperors for most of this period since they were brothers-in-law through Constantine's marriage to Fausta, sister of Maxentius.

	The great battle begins.


On 28 October AD 312, at the Milvian Bridge, Constantine gathered an army of around 40,000 soldiers and 8,000 cavalries against Maxentius’ overwhelming force of 170,000 soldiers and 18,000 cavalries. Prior to this, according to Eusebius of Caesarea, a spiritual adviser to the royal court, Constantine and his soldiers looked up to the sun and saw a cross of light above it, bearing the Greek words translated as "in this sign you shall conquer." 

Initially unsure of its meaning, Constantine dreamt that night of a command to "delineate the heavenly sign on the shields of his soldiers," marking them with a sign "denoting Christ." Lactantius describes this as a "staurogram," a Latin cross with its upper end rounded in a P-like fashion. 

This sign, later known as the Chi-Rho (the first two letters of Christ's name in Greek), was smeared with the soldiers' blood on their shields, promising victory.

The battle was fiercely contested. Maxentius had surprisingly chosen to meet Constantine in open battle, rather than endure a siege within Rome, a strategy he had previously employed successfully. Ancient sources attribute this fateful decision to either divine intervention or superstition, noting that Maxentius also consulted the oracular Sibylline Books, which ambiguously stated that "on October 28 an enemy of the Romans would perish"—a prophecy he mistakenly believed favoured himself. Maxentius positioned his forces before the Milvian Bridge, partially destroying the stone structure and substituting it with a pontoon bridge to cross the Tiber.

The next day, Constantine won a decisive victory. His dispositions were superior, and his cavalry quickly broke Maxentius’s. 

Though many of Maxentius's troops fought bravely, they were relentlessly pushed back towards the Tiber, where their positions were fatally constrained. Maxentius ordered a retreat, but the escape route across the pontoon bridge became a deadly bottleneck. 

Constantine's men inflicted heavy losses on the retreating army, and the temporary bridge eventually collapsed under the weight. Stranded on the north bank, Maxentius’s Praetorian Guard made a final, desperate stand, but were overwhelmed. Maxentius himself drowned in the Tiber, either thrown from his horse or crushed by the fleeing multitude, as described by Lactantius: "The bridge in his rear was broken down. 

At sight of that the battle grew hotter. The hand of the Lord prevailed, and the forces of Maxentius were routed. He fled towards the broken bridge; but the multitude pressing on him, he was driven headlong into the Tiber."

Constantine entered Rome on October 29th, met with popular jubilation. His grand arrival ceremony significantly omitted the usual sacrifice at the temple of Capitoline Jupiter, a detail often cited as an early indicator of his Christian sensibilities. 

He instead honoured the Senatorial Curia, promising to restore its ancestral privileges and to offer no revenge against Maxentius' supporters. Maxentius was condemned to damnatio memoriae (erasure from memory); all his legislation and building projects were usurped, and his strongest military supporters, the Praetorian Guard, and Imperial Horse Guard, were disbanded and replaced by Constantine’s new Scholae Palatinae.

This victory gave Constantine undisputed control of the western half of the Roman Empire, leading him to end Christian persecution and pave the way for Christianity to become the official church of the Roman Empire. 

While some scholars, often from an atheist perspective, allege that Constantine's conversion was merely a political manoeuvre to gain unanimous approval, truth reveals it was through divine intervention that he won, freeing God’s people from persecution. As to his sincerity, Constantine himself summoned Arian bishop Eusebius of Nicomedia for absolution into the Christian faith on his deathbed in AD 337. ( Matthew 20:16 )                 
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CHAPTER 2: TECHNOLOGY - THE AGE OF KNOWLEDGE
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Dear reader, wouldn't you agree that in this technological age of knowledge and enlightenment, ignorance can be no excuse for anyone who is not illiterate? As Ephesians 5:7 reminds us, we are called to walk as children of light. 

With the advent of the Advocate at Pentecost in 33 CE, early church fathers were deeply attuned to God's gifts in establishing the 'New Testament Church' (Ephesians 4:11 / Joel 2:28).

Throughout this publication, we will walk in the footsteps of Isaac Newton, examining the profound impact of six religious apologists who shaped doctrine as we understand it today. 

These pivotal figures include Tertullian and Praxaes from the third century, Arius, and Athanasius from the fourth century, and Nestorius and Pope Cyril of Alexandria from the fifth century.

In brief: Tertullian is recognised as the founding father of a tri-personal God, characterized by order and subordination—what we know today as the Trinity. Praxaes, Tertullian’s arch-rival, championed Sabellianism, more commonly known as Modalism. This tenet, drawing from the ancient philosopher Plotinus, posited a unipersonal God revealing himself in three successive modes or manifestations: Father, Son, and Holy Spirit.

Next came Arius, a priest in Alexandria, Egypt, who was falsely accused by his rival, Athanasius, of teaching that Christ was a non-eternal, created being. Finally, Pope Cyril of Alexandria, following in Athanasius's footsteps, controversially applied Tertullian’s framework of the Trinity against the Semi-Arian Nestorius, ultimately establishing the Mariology dogma.

Now, let's consider how these influential apologists were portrayed.

Sir Isaac Newton’s extensive research uncovered significant political machinations among the bishops of the Eastern and Western Roman provinces. 

Patristic documents reveal a striking unity among first and second-century bishops, whose primary adversaries were external: Gnosticism, Mithraism, and Modalism. However, during the third, fourth, and fifth centuries, as priests and bishops began to squabble amongst themselves, prophetic insight began to wane. 

This spiritual decline fostered a lack of rigorous scholarship and introduced textual flaws into the koine Greek rendering of the original Hebrew text. These issues, compounded by political disputes, led to erroneous biblical interpretations that persisted well into the medieval period. 
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