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The Si tua tion of the Sons of Mary...
and of Their Pon ti fi cal Com mis sio ners

he Va ti can Cu ria is a mas sive or ga ni za tion and, in large part, Pope John Paul II had
 handed over the reins of its ma na ge ment to the Pre fects of the dif fe rent Ro man Con gre ga -
tions in or der to conse crate him self to his mis sion of evan ge li za tion as he tra vel led the
world. Pope John Paul II was sym pa the tic to the cause of the Sons of Mary, he him self ha -
ving in ter ve ned in their fa vor in 1985 so that they could continue their theo lo gi cal stu dies at
the Pon ti fi cal Uni ver si ty of the Ange li cum af ter the Archbis hop of Que bec, His Emi nence,
Car di nal Louis-Albert Va chon, had at temp ted to close this path to them. The re fore, it is abu -
sive to claim that it was the Holy Fa ther, per so nal ly, who ap poin ted a Pon ti fi cal Com mis sio -
ner for the Sons of Mary. Bis hop Ca za bon and his suc ces sor, Archbis hop Pren der gast,
re cei ved their man da tes from the Con gre ga tion for the Insti tu tes of Con se cra ted Life and
So cie ties of Apos to lic Life (CIVCSVA). And the ad ver sa ries of the Ma rian Work inun da ted 
that Con gre ga tion (as they did other Ro man Con gre ga tions, in fact) with false in for ma tion
on this Work and its Found ress.

Fa ther Pierre Mas tro pie tro, who was the Su pe rior Ge ne ral of the Sons of Mary for a num -
ber of years, ex plai ned many ti mes in our pa per Le Royaume the ir re le van cy of the ap point -
ment of a Pon ti fi cal Com mis sio ner for the Sons of Mary. This po si tion was crea ted to
exer cise an un jus ti fied con trol over this young Com mu ni ty faith ful to the Church and to its
doc trine.

Bis hop Du ro cher’s Con cerns over Cer tain Sta te ments by Marc Bos quart

From the first years of the foun ding of the Army of Mary, at a time when the Foun dress’
mys ti cal life was not yet known, a battle was al rea dy cons tan tly being wa ged against this
Ma rian Work and it had re per cus sions all the way to the Va ti can wi thout anyone ever spe ci -
fying what it was that this Work and Marie-Paule were to be re proa ched with.

Then, in 1979 and 1980, the French edi tion of Life of Love was pu blis hed. In cer tain mi -
lieus, some sei zed the op por tu ni ty to condemn the Work and its Foun dress by quo ting sen -
ten ces from Life of Love out of their context, and in ter pre ting them in dif fe rent ways.
Ho we ver, next to those who scof fed at the work of Life of Love or be came in di gnant over its
contents, there were some se rious theo lo gians who spoke in fa vor of these wri tings.
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• On a vi sit to Que bec City, Fa ther Marie-Mi chel Phi li pon, O.P., an ex -
pert at the Coun cil and the pos tu la tor for the cause for bea ti fi ca tion of
Con chi ta of Mexi co, read Marie-Pau le’s first vo lu mes and in sis ted that
she continue wri ting, sta ting that he had not found any "false mys ti cism"

in these wri tings.

• Fa ther Marie-Do mi nique Phi lippe,
O.P., a theo lo gian and phi lo so pher
with an in ter na tio nal re pu ta tion, told Marie-Paule
many ti mes with re fe rence to pas sa ges from Life of
Love: “It is ab so lu te ly theo lo gi cal, but very few theo -
lo gians to day will un ders tand it. The mys tics have a
lan guage; they give it to us. Then, it is up to the theo lo -

gians, but the real theo lo gians who do not re sist the ac tion of the Holy Spi rit in souls, to ex -
plain eve ry thing that the mys tic him self does not al ways un ders tand.”

* * *

• Fa ther Lio nel Mé lan çon, char ged by His Excel len cy
Bis hop van Lierde, the Po pe’s sa cris tan, to read Life of
Love and give him his im pres sions, wrote a long com men -
ta ry that was pu blis hed in 1983, en ti tled: Life of Love: I
Read, I Be lie ved!

* * *

• Bis hop Eme ry Ka bon go, Pope John Paul II’s pri vate 
se cre ta ry who had be come Marie-Pau le’s spi ri tual di -
rec tor, said to her: “Life of Love could convert the en -
tire world... even the bis hops!”

• Other theo lo gians could also be na med.

Why not consi der the tes ti mo nial of these theo lo gians 
ver sed in the mys ti cal life ra ther than lis te ning so le ly to
the dis cor dant voi ces of those who
condemn Life of Love?

* * *

Marc Bos quart was des cri bed as a “theo lo gian of
the heart” by Fa ther Mé lan çon. But theo lo gy is al ways
“per fec tible”; it de ve lops as the kno wledge theo lo gians
have of God de ve lops, as they pe ne trate His mys te ry in
in crea sin gly grea ter depth. Even the grea test theo lo -
gians, such as a Saint Tho mas Aqui nas for example,
do not claim to hold all the truth with re gard to God, the



fi nal truth, for no one can claim to have gras ped ful ly, as Saint Paul says, “the breadth and
length and height and depth” of God (Eph 3:18). Man’s in tel li gence is li mi ted while God is
in fi nite...

Theo lo gy abounds in con tro ver sies and op po sing ten den cies and it is cons tan tly evol -
ving. Thus, for cen tu ries the concept of the Imma cu late Con cep tion was fought against in
the Church be fore it was fi nal ly ac cep ted; ho we ver, such uphea vals in theo lo gy do not take
place and are not re sol ved in a few years or even in a few do zen years.

That is why we can not give as sent to Archbis hop Pren der gast’s re -
quest to “stop, for the time being, all pu blic ma ni fes ta tions to the Lady
of All Peo ples un til a more op por tune time when the ques tion of Marc
Bos quart’s wri tings will have been cla ri fied.... This mo ra to rium is pro -
vi sio nal but re qui red, in or der to un ders tand well the pro blems." "Pro vi -
sio nal” here can si gni fy many years and the Work can not be pa ra ly zed.

If the re li gious au tho ri ties cho ose to judge the Army of Mary and its
Foun dress on the sta te ments of per sons who have not stu died this Work
in depth, paying no at ten tion to the op po site opi nions of those who took
time to se rious ly stu dy the ques tion with good will, they act with much
im pru dence.

If the re li gious au tho ri ties cho ose to judge the Army of Mary and its Foun dress on the
wri tings of Marc Bos quart, that too is un just. Mo ther Paul-Marie can not be held res pon sible
for the wri tings of ano ther per son in her re gard.

It is ab so lu te ly ab surd to judge a mys tic ba sed on the wri tings and sta te ments of those who 
have sim ply read her works. Over and above the wri tings of Mo ther Paul-Marie, one must
also consi der the whole per son she is with her as to nis hing cha risms which bear wit ness to
God’s ac tion in her, her ne ver-fai ling cha ri ty in spite of all the hu man pet ti ness, and the
fruits of her apos to lic ac ti vi ty.

Bis hop Du ro cher and the Doc tri nal Note

Bis hop Du ro cher ur ges his dio ce san faith ful to “fol low the di rec ti ves of the bis hops of
Ca na da in their Doc tri nal Note”, a do cu ment that is bia sed and un just, ho we ver, un wor thy
of the mem bers in au tho ri ty in the Church. And he con clu des his mes sage by en cou ra ging
them to pray for the di rec tors of the Army of Mary and for the Sons of Mary.

– Bis hop Du ro cher en cou ra ges them to pray for the di rec tors of the Army of Mary so these
lat ter “may soon en gage in the pro cess that will lead to the cla ri fi ca tion of these doc tri nal
am bi gui ties and open the door to a ca no ni cal so lu tion as far as the sta tus of the Sons of
Mary is concer ned”.

Is it up to the di rec tors of the Army of Mary to en gage in such a pro cess? And is it not a bit
late to urge them to do so when all the de ci sions to des troy this Work have al rea dy been ta -
ken in high pla ces? As for the ca no ni cal sta tus of the Sons of Mary, can it be gran ted only
over the ruins of the Army of Mary?



The Army of Mary fol lows the di vine or ders which its Foun dress re cei ves and he roi cal ly
exe cu tes. The Army of Mary can not di so bey the di vine or ders sim ply to ac quiesce to the de -
mands of cer tain bis hops wi thout being guil ty of an even more se rious in fi de li ty to wards the 
Lord. The Army of Ma ry’s obe dience to God will bring down upon it the condem na tion of
men.

– Fi nal ly, Bis hop Du ro cher en cou ra ges the faith ful to pray for the Sons of Mary so that the
Lord may “keep them faith ful to His will while wai ting for this pro ble ma tic si tua tion to be 
re sol ved in the peace and uni ty of the faith”.

It is all well and good to wish so meone peace and uni ty in the faith, but in or der to be pea -
ce ma kers, cer tain ru les need to be res pec ted and es pe cial ly we must bow to the di vine will,
wi thout which peace can not be es ta blis hed on a so lid and truth ful foun da tion.

And what of the “uni ty of the faith” if this faith were to con tra dict the re ve la tions of God?
The uni ty of men against God?

The most beau ti ful prayer is still the re quest that each one of us may al ways re main faith -
ful to God’s plan, in or der ne ver to tar nish it.
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