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Since the inauguration of the Second Vatican Council Catholic have

been illicitly assured that everyone who dies goes immediately to

Heaven — no matter how sinful, selfish, and miserable their evil lives. While this
clearly is not true (or Christ is a liar) we encourage you during the opening of this
Holy Season of Lent to recall that the Dies Irae was the ordinary Sequence for the
Requiem Mass for the dead for at least 800 and very likely 1200 years. It is a
beautiful and sober reminder of the imminence and inevitability of death. While

Vatican II abolished much that is good and holy, it was not able to abolish death.

The one thing most conspicuous about this magnificent Sequence is not so much
what is PRESENT in its somber verses — but what is manifestly ABSENT
throughout this solemn chant — the sin of Presumption — that is to say, the
unwarranted presuming that God must and will absolve us of all sin — despite the
absence of any penitential act on our part or any evidence of genuine sorrow for
sin. “All dogs go to Heaven”. While this may be true of dogs, it is decidedly not

true of men.

Consequently, the chant was peremptorily expunged following Vatican II in the
quite sudden and eminently convenient “pastoral” realization that our now
inexplicably fragile and effete sensibilities are incompatible with Holy Scripture
and 2000 years of Church teaching explicated in the Dies Irae: that is further to say
that the sin of Presumption was necessarily abolished together with the Dies Irae

since both are construed to be inimical to “the spirit of Vatican II”’, which is to say




the Protestant heresy of Ecumenism first conceptualized by the “International
Missionary Conference” held at Edinburgh in 1910 and subsequently
institutionalized by the Protestant World Council of Churches in 1948.

In his determination to align the Catholic Church with contemporary Protestantism
Pope John XXIII (“Good Pope John ...” of Vatican II infamy) appropriately
established a “Catholic” replica called the Secretariat for the Promotion of
Christian Unity in 1961. This, however, required a dialectic in which all competing
and mutually contrary religions are reconcilable — and the only possible way
forward was to abolish religious distinctions altogether, rendering them superficial
only — or failing that, to maintain that the widely divergent roads nonetheless
converged in the same Heaven — even while the manifold and conflicting
conceptions of Paradise itself turn out to be both logically and mutually

irreconcilable.

Here we enter the province of Mortal Sin — and the grave sin of Presumption
which permeates all post-Vatican II liturgies and without exception pre-eminently
characterizes them. Let us, then, be clear about this deadly sin, together with the
reciprocal notions of responsibility and accountability inherent within it. In
Catholic theology no less than in moral philosophy a distinction is understood to
exist between what are construed as logical contrarieties. Some things (acts,
intentions, etc.) are good and others are not. In fact, we often define the one
through its contraposition to the other. Were all human acts equally commendable
and reprehensible, the world would be deprived of rational order, specifically
moral order understood in terms of good and evil, meritorious and

culpable, desirable and loathsome. The very notion of responsibility would be

superfluous, together with any concept of accountability. Accountable to whom or
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what? Censurable to what standard and answerable for what? It is not simply an
amoral universe of absolute indifference, but an illogical one. Such a universe
would not be sustainable on earth — why would we, a fortiori, hold it to be

sustainable in Heaven?

It is the presuming of God’s forgiveness of sin and His unquestionable willingness
— even irrepressible determination — to bring one who has led a life of
unrepentant — even vicious sin — and who without the least compunction
presumes God’s forgiveness because of God’s absolute goodness and mercy: in
other words, one sacrilegiously anticipates (as the rendering of a justice due the
sinner by God) salvation — having done nothing to either acquire it or to repent of
the many sins that are invincible impediments to it. It is, in essence, the depriving
of the free will (a perfection) of God Who somehow must (is compelled — by
some incoherent and inexplicable agency mysteriously superior to God — to
forgive every sin and all sins — despite everything His Beloved Son taught — and
bring all men, Catholics, heretics, apostates, schismatics, Muslims, Shintoists,
Buddhists, Animists, Scientologists, etc. to the same blessed abode where the one
who despises and curses Christ on the Cross and the one who joyfully surrenders

himself in perfect love to God equally enjoy perfect and eternal beatitude.

We may argue that such a conception of Heaven is tantamount to a Mental “Field
Hospital” (as Francis understands the Bride of Christ, the Church) or we may
simply resign ourselves to the flatus of Vatican II ... observing nothing

distinguishable between them.

Indeed, in the end we find that the Mental Hospital and the “Field Hospital” are

one and the same.
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