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The First Masses...
Five years af ter the prov i den tial foun da tion of the Army of

Mary, His Em i nence Car di nal Maurice Roy, Arch bishop of
Que bec and Pri mate of the Church in Can ada, es tab lished this
Work as a “Pi ous As so ci a tion” on March 10, 1975. A cou ra -
geous ac tion on his part when we are aware of the un der -
handed bat tle which, from the very be gin ning, was led by
other au thor i ties work ing with him. Did not Bishop Lacroix
say to Ma rie-Paule: “Know, Madam, that ev ery thing Car di nal 
Roy does, Bishop Audet un does.”? Thus, it was not sur pris ing 
that the dif fi cul ties would in ten sify even more. But on ev ery
oc ca sion, the meet ings re quested by Car di nal Roy with the
directors of the Work per mit ted that light be shed, and the
truth coun ter bal anced the nu mer ous ac cu sa tions that were a
com plete fab ri ca tion.

So they waited for Car di nal Roy’s death, on Oc to ber 24,
1985, be fore strik ing at the Army of Mary and its Found ress.
On May 4, 1987, his suc ces sor, Car di nal Vachon, re voked by
a new de cree the sta tus of “Pi ous As so ci a tion” granted the
Army of Mary. How ever, this re vo ca tion did not take away
from the Army of Mary its deeply re li gious and Cath o lic char -
ac ter is tics, and the di vine Work con tin ued to spread. The bat -
tle con tin ued, fi nally re sult ing in a Doc trinal Note is sued on
Au gust 15, 2001, by the Col lege of Ca na dian Bishops, ap -
proved by each bishop in clud ing our pres ent Pon tif i cal Com -
mis sioner. Only two bish ops who knew the Army of Mary and 
the Sons of Mary and who knew that this Note did not com ply 
with the truth, did not sign it:

– His Exc. Bishop Eugène P. LaRocque, Bishop of the Di o -
cese of Al ex an dria-Cornwall in On tario, who, af ter hav ing
care fully looked into the Com mu nity of the Sons of Mary for
five years both in Rome and in Can ada, ac cepted them in his
di o cese. A cam paign of def a ma tion was im me di ately launched 
against him, but he was later ex on er ated of all blame.

– His Exc. Bishop Colin Camp bell, Bishop of the Di o cese of 
Antigonish in Nova Sco tia, who, hav ing also care fully ob -
served the Sons of Mary, wel comed them in his di o cese. In his
turn, he had to en dure per sis tent op po si tion, and he fi nally
handed in his res ig na tion for rea sons of health.

In spite of these two voices which were op posed to it, the
Note was pub lished and put on Internet, spread ing a slick of
cal um nies ev ery where in the world...

In the 1980s, as soon as the ad ver sar ies learned that the
Sons of Mary were study ing in Rome to be come priests, ev ery -
thing was done to pre vent their or di na tion....A watch word
had been issued by the Arch bishop’s Of fices in Que bec: “The
Sons of Mary will never be or dained priests!” But God was
watch ing over His Work and the first or di na tion of a Son of
Mary took place in 1986 and was per formed by Pope John
Paul II him self. Sub se quently, other or di na tions took place
from one year to the next.

In stead of re joic ing, hearts hard ened and the or ders is sued
through out Can ada stip u lated that the Sons of Mary be pre -
vented from ex er cis ing their min is try.

Be low are the tes ti mo ni als, from among so many oth ers, of
a few priests who had come back to Can ada to cel e brate their
first Mass.

Sr. Chantal

Saint Louis Ma rie Grignion de Montfort and, closer to our
times, Saint Maximilian Kolbe have in sisted very much on the ne -
ces sity, in our con se cra tion to Mary, of de sir ing to do to tally the
will of the Im mac u late, of be ing per fect in stru ments in her hands,
of let ting our selves be to tally guided by her in all the events of life
through which she re veals her will and makes use of us as her
ser vants.

Ob vi ously, the ul ti mate ob ject of all love is God, the in fi nite
Love, but the best way to love God is to love Him through Mary.
The goal of our life is to strive to love Je sus as Mary loves Him. It
was in draw ing in spi ra tion from the Mar ian spirit of these two
great saints that each of nine Sons of Mary ad vanced to the
priest hood on May 30, 1987.

How ever, the at mo sphere of that day was quite pain ful, for it
was marred by Car di nal Vachon’s act of re vo ca tion of the Army of 
Mary’s de cree of es tab lish ment as a Pi ous Association. But in
spite of all the am bushes and the strivings by cer tain au thor i ties
to block the or di na tions, Mary fin ished by tri umph ing over the
traps. Some days later, June 2, 1987, once again it was guided by 
Mary that the nine new priests had the grace of cel e brat ing their
first Mass un der the dome of Saint Pe ter’s in Rome, in nine dif fer -
ent cha pels. 

Per sonally, my heart beat still quick ens with emo tion when I
think again of the sig nal fa vor I had of cel e brat ing my first Mass on 
the very tomb of Saint Pe ter. All thanks to Mary, Mother of the
Church, who led me to that holy place!

Then on June 4, I and some of my con freres ar rived in Que bec
with the group of pil grims from It aly who had come to par tic i pate
in those cer e mo nies marked with the seal of Prov i dence. But
since it was from Que bec that op po si tion to the or di na tions had
come, it goes with out say ing that we were awaited with a cer tain
aver sion on the part of some mem bers of the clergy.

In my case, one of my neph ews was al ready plan ning the cel e -
bra tion of his mar riage and he wanted me to be the of fi ci at ing
priest. He had al ready dis cussed this pos si bil ity with the as sis -
tant par ish priest in charge of pre par ing the cou ple, but this priest
was not too fa vor able to the idea of a Son of Mary, a priest of the
Army of Mary, bless ing that mar riage. His neg a tive re marks and
com ments had up set my fu ture niece.

Trust ing in Mary, I went to the rec tory to ask the par ish priest
for per mis sion to bless my nephew’s mar riage. The par ish priest
was ab sent, so I had to deal with the as sis tant. The re fusal was
quick in com ing, his ut terly false state ments be ing but tressed by
the most ab surd rea sons. Among other ac cu sa tions, he claimed
that the Army of Mary was cir cu lat ing among Sherbrooke
churches a statue said to be mi rac u lous, and that peo ple were
thus be ing cap ti vated in or der “to make money”. In vain did I deny
this and even name the per sons con cerned, ex plain ing that they
were not of the Army of Mary; there was no rea son ing with this as -
sis tant.

So fi nally, in stead of hav ing it out with him, I de cided to leave
with out re quest ing any thing what so ever, leav ing it to the par ish
priest to pre side over the mar riage at which, on the ap pointed
day,  I was pres ent sim ply as one of the faith ful, and of fer ing up
this suf fer ing for the spouses, while tell ing my self that the
Blessed Vir gin would be quite able to draw ben e fit from this
event.

In such an at mo sphere I did not look into the pos si bil ity of cel e -
brat ing of fi cially a first Mass in a church of my dis trict, with rel a -
tives and friends, all the more so since I was aware of the more or
less dis agree able mea sures the par ents of one of my con freres
had to take to have per mis sion for a sin gle Mass. I left it up to God
and Mary to or ga nize what ever they wanted. Need less to say, in
all the Cen ters of the Army of Mary there was no lack of places
where Masses could be cel e brated. Al most ev ery eve ning, I was
on the road to one Cen ter or an other.

One eve ning, it was the turn of Kingscroft. Since a num ber of
the Knights of Mary were ac tive in the up keep and smooth func -
tion ing of the church, the par ish priest was asked if I could cel e -
brate Mass in the church. He con sented on con di tion that I not
hear con fes sions...(???) The news spread quickly and the
Knights from neigh bor ing dis tricts as sem bled there. I did not
pres ent my self in the con fes sional, but it was not long be fore
some one came to me in the sac risty and asked to con fess. I could 
not re fuse. More over, Canon Law stip u lates: “Those who have
the fac ulty ha bit u ally to hear con fes sions whether by vir tue of
their of fice or by vir tue of a con ces sion by the Or di nary of ei ther
the place of incardination or that in which they have a do mi cile,
can ex er cise that fac ulty ev ery where, un less in a par tic u lar case
the lo cal Or di nary has re fused...” (can. 967, §2), and such was not
the case. This pen i tent hav ing fin ished, a sec ond ap peared, and
thus a line formed.

It was a splen did sum mer eve ning. From the crowded lit tle
church there is sued the strains of a sol emn Mass. It is un der -
stand able that af ter Mass the con ver sa tions should have been
pro longed, there in the balmy eve ning, as on the oc ca sion of a big 
celebration. And, in fact, it was a celebration or ga nized by our
Mother in heaven, so was it not per fectly nat u ral that ev ery one
should have some thing of heaven in their eyes and a ra di ant
smile on their lips?

But that was not all; Mary was not fin ished with her
considerateness. Since my mother was liv ing in a se nior cit i zens’
home, it was quite nor mal that I should go to cel e brate Mass with
her. I had asked of the chap lain au tho ri za tion to cel e brate Mass
in the cha pel with mem bers of my fam ily and some friends. With
his con sent we had planned hav ing this fam ily Mass in the eve -
ning af ter sup per when the cha pel would be free. Dur ing the day,
a dis creet off hand in vi ta tion led to an other then to an other, fi nally
end ing like a chain of tele phone calls be tween Knights of Mary,
such that it even led to the pres ence of some for mer con freres,
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Brothers of the Sa cred Heart.

And lo and be hold! the beau ti ful cha pel of the home re -
sounded with me lo di ous hymns, whereas no prep a ra tions had
been made for this. The Mass of the new priest took on a fes tive
al lure with out the bish op ric au thor ity be ing in any way dis turbed
by it, for the sweet Mary had si lently or ga nized ev ery thing all un -
be known to it.

How could we pos si bly not give thanks to the Most Holy
Hearts of Je sus and Mary for their most thought ful at ten tion and
al most pal pa ble pres ence? In truth, the Blessed Vir gin is pres -
ent, as a kind Mother, in our jour ney to wards Heaven. No sit u a -
tion of any sin gle one of her chil dren es capes her Heart of good -
ness. May she help us to par tic i pate in the tri umph of her Im mac -
u late Heart! Fa ther Maurice Péloquin, O.FF.M.

At the be gin ning of Au gust 1987, on the oc ca sion of my hol i -
days in Can ada and af ter my or di na tion to the priest hood at
L’Aquila in It aly, ar range ments had been made with the par ish
priest in the par ish No tre-Dame-de-la-Défense in Mon treal so
that I could cel e brate a first Mass in Ital ian for all my relatives and
friends from the Ital ian com mu nity in the me trop o lis, my home
city.

As soon as I ar rived in Mon treal, an ap point ment was set up
with the par ish priest so that we could fi nal ize the last de tails for
my first Mass set for the eve ning of Au gust 10, 1987. Dur ing the
meet ing, the par ish priest, of Ital ian or i gin, asked me cer tain
ques tions about my spir i tual development, my ed u ca tional back -
ground, my Com mu nity and my be long ing to the Work. Then he
said he wanted con fir ma tion from me that my first Mass would be
only a first Mass and not a cer e mony of the Army of Mary, for he
wanted to avoid, at all costs, any dif fi cul ties he might have with
Archdiocesan au thor i ties. I re as sured him, say ing that it would
be sim ply a first Mass for my family and Ital ian friends (even if, in
it self, there would be noth ing rep re hen si ble with cel e brat ing a
cer e mony of the Work, quite the con trary).

On the morn ing of Au gust 10, I re ceived a tele phone call from
one of the as sis tant pas tors, al ways with re gard to the Mass set
for that eve ning. He told me that there seemed to be a prob lem
with my cel e brat ing Mass in the par ish, that is to say, my be long -
ing to the Army of Mary. I re as sured him also, con firm ing that it
would be sim ply the cel e bra tion of the day’s Mass in honor of
Saint Law rence, dea con and mar tyr. This clar i fi ca tion hav ing
been given, the cu rate in turn con firmed that there would be no
prob lem in my pre sid ing over the Eucharistic cel e bra tion that
eve ning.

Shortly be fore the ap pointed hour and as it had been agreed, I
went to the sac risty in or der to pre pare for Mass. Sud denly, a
priest of a cer tain age, a Francophone, came up to me and said
point blank: “You can not pre side the Mass this eve ning; I am the
one who will pre side.” Calmly, I told him that there had prob a bly
been a mis un der stand ing, for ar range ments had been made in
the pre ced ing days so that I could pre side over my first Mass in
this par ish. The priest re peated that I could not pre side but that I
could nev er the less concelebrate. So I said to him: “As far as I am
con cerned there is no prob lem in the fact that I do not pre side
over this Mass, but there are be tween 550 and 600 peo ple pres -
ently sit ting in the church, who have come es pe cially to par tic i -

pate in my first Mass. All you have to do is ex plain the sit u a tion to
them your self.” Some what em bar rassed over the sit u a tion he
had put him self in and which risked arous ing rather sharp re ac -
tions on the part of cer tain lay peo ple, the priest told me that I re -
ally could pre side over the cel e bra tion with no prob lem. Then, he
asked me if he could concelebrate with me, and I was pleased to
agree to this.

Once the Mass was over, this same priest came up to me
again in the sac risty to talk to me, prob a bly sur prised and
touched by such a large gath er ing, that was both sim ple and
prayer ful. He said to me: “If I had known there would be so many
peo ple for a week day Mass... We should have been in formed of
this in ad vance. This way, we could have or ga nized the cel e bra -
tion of the Mass on Sunday in stead of on a week day eve ning.” As
for me, I sim ply spec i fied that the in ten tion had only been to cel e -
brate a sim ple Mass, in or der to give my rel a tives, friends and ac -
quain tances an op por tu nity to par tic i pate in it with out dis turb ing
the par ish’s nor mal ac tiv i ties.

Be fore we left each other, the priest, vis i bly moved and
calmer, shook my hand as a sign of fra ter nal and priestly friend -
ship, and wished me a happy and fruit ful min is try. I thanked him
and in turn wished him a fruit ful and holy min is try.

What ever the deep mo ti va tions of or whoever the orig i nal ac -
tors were in this in ter ven tion which was as lit tle jus ti fied as it was
ed i fy ing, the fact re mains that this lit tle story, among so many
oth ers, is part of a story which is much greater and more im por -
tant, that of a Work of God and of a “Hand maid” that are the real
stakes in a bat tle which has been go ing on for so many years, but
with out which this first Mass and the thou sands of oth ers that fol -
lowed would never have been cel e brated.

One day, while I was still a dea con in Rome, Fa ther Lionel
Mélançon, on a visit to the Generalate House of the Passionist
Fa thers, said to me: “Even if you be come a priest and cel e brate
only one sin gle Mass in your life, it will all have been worth it.” I still 
thank him to day for hav ing shared with me a bit of the ar dent zeal
of his priest hood, this flame that finds it source in the love of the
Sa cred Heart of Je sus who wishes to en kin dle the en tire uni -
verse, and which never dies out. May this same fire of love which
also burned in the heart of the dea con Saint Law rence and which
gave him the strength to de liver his whole body to the su preme
wit ness of mar tyr dom ob tain for us all the grace of per se ver ance,
fi del ity and sanc tity. Fa ther Pi erre Mastropietro, O.FF.M.

How many times in the past those in high
places have re proached the Sons of Mary
with hav ing been the au thors of their own
mis for tune by tak ing the de lib er ate de ci sion,
in 1995, of re sign ing from the Pub lic Cler i cal
As so ci a tion “ad experimentum” set up nine
years ear lier by His Exc. Most Rev er end
Mario Pe ressin, Arch bishop of L’Aquila, and
of hav ing done so in spite of the warn ings
and the re peated prom ises of guar an tees on 
the part of high dig ni tar ies in the C.I.V.C.S.V.A.
(Con gre ga tion for the In sti tutes of Con se crated Life and So -

ci et ies of Ap os tolic Life).
Sub se quently, the mem bers of the Com -

mu nity were ac cused of having shown very
lit tle “sense of ecclesial com mu nion” by
leav ing in such a sud den man ner their par -
ishes and their arch di o cese of incardination
on Jan u ary 1, 1997, as if – in spite of all the
dif fi cul ties so of ten men tioned at the time
both to His Exc. Arch bishop Peressin and to
his co ad ju tor bishop, His Exc. Bishop
Giuseppe Molinari – this de par ture was, still
and as al ways, sim ply the re sult of a to tally
gra tu itous and un founded ges ture.

And yet, for us, the Sons of Mary, we saw
the de ci sion to leave which had long ma -

tured in prayer and suf fer ing, as be ing in ev i -
ta ble and nec es sary to safe guard our hu -
man and Chris tian dig nity, as well as our be -
long ing to the Work of the Army of Mary of
which we are the is sue and to which we are
in ti mately bound.

Over the years, we were forced, with re -
gret, to shed a bit of light on the rea sons for
our de par ture from L’Aquila and also on cer -
tain dif fi cult sit u a tions to which one or other
con frere was sub jected dur ing the eleven
years of the Com mu nity’s ser vice to the
arch di o cese.

All of these sit u a tions had a com mon ba -
sis in the ini tia tives, manoeuvers, and re -
gret ta ble po si tions taken by Arch bishop
Peressin. They have not been re counted for
the pur pose of heap ing scorn upon this lat ter
or even less to tar nish his mem ory, but with
the sole aim of ren der ing a lit tle bit of jus tice
to his tory and to de fend, in this way, the
cause of a Com mu nity which con tin ues to be 
dis avowed still to day, some times even by
the very ones who, like the for mer Arch -
bishop Pro tec tor from L’Aquila, have in the
past most bene fited from them.

Many facts and events could and should

still be brought to light in or der to better il lus -
trate how Arch bishop Peressin’s mach i na -
tions were not al ways – and that is the least
we can say – the most ed i fy ing. So of ten he
tried to im pose on us, “his dear Sons of
Mary”, in the name of obe di ence, that we
con trib ute in a prac ti cal man ner to his un for -
tu nate plans and his per sonal ini tia tives. So
of ten also we found our selves placed be fore
rather ques tion able sit u a tions, be it in fi nan -
cial mat ters or with re gard to ec cle si as ti cal
or civil prac tices, and this was al ways with a
view to re al iz ing his own per sonal or di oc e -
san pro jects. In all hon esty, we could only re -
fuse to col lab o rate in these pro jects  when it
was a mat ter of some thing that was quite ob -
vi ously dis hon est, while in the other cir cum -
stances we would obey even if this were to
be to the det ri ment of our health or our rep u -
ta tion. And since a pic ture is worth a thou -
sand words, here are two very con crete
events, se lected from among so many oth -
ers, which il lus trate well the type of “spe cial
treat ment” which my con freres and I had to
en dure for years.

THE STORY OF AN APART MENT
The first event has to do with an apart -

ment which the arch di o cese had just bought
in the very cen ter of the city of L’Aquila and


