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Pas to ral Let ter from Bis hop Paul-André
Du ro cher Re gar ding “Les Fils de Marie”

In the hom ily at my in stal la tion as di oc e san Bishop of Al ex -
an dria-Cornwall nearly three years ago, I re ferred to pres -
ence of the Fils de Ma rie in our di o cese in these words: “I
would sim ply like to say that I have had the oc ca sion of
briefly meet ing the two Erics, Dan iel and Gilles, and I found
them all to be very friendly. I look for ward to meet ing with
them at greater length in or der to know them better. Many
priests ap pre ci ate their min is try in our di o cese, as well as
many of their pa rish io ners. I hope to en sure their place
among us, in agree ment with their pon tif i cal com mis sioner, 
Bishop Gilles Cazabon, and in the unity of the Cath o lic faith 
which I must en sure as di oc e san Bishop.” Since then, Fa -
ther Éric Roy has been re placed by Fa ther Luc Beaudette as 
lo cal su pe rior of the Fils de Ma rie. My im pres sion has not
changed: I con tinue to find them friendly. What is more, I
have come to know their zeal for the min is try, their love of
Christ, their spirit of gen er os ity, their deep life of prayer,
their de sire to col lab o rate with me in the ser vice of our di -
oc e san Church. 

There was one more change: Arch bishop Terrence
Prendergast of Hal i fax re placed Bishop Gilles Cazabon as
pon tif i cal com mis sioner of the Fils de Ma rie. The pon tif i cal
com mis sioner, as his ti tle in di cates, is named di rectly by
the Pope to di rect the life of a re li gious or der. Though the
Fils de Ma rie are are not canonically erected as a re li gious
com mu nity, the Holy See judged it best to use this ap -
proach in its ef forts to re solve the ca non i cal prob lems and
the doc trinal am bi gu ities that re volve around them. It was
with the as sent of Bishop Prendergast that the Fils de Ma rie 
con tin ued to ex er cise their min is try in our di o cese. Thus,
their “place among us” was as sured “in agree ment with
their pon tif i cal com mis sioner.” 

On the other hand, I did state that all this had to be done « in
the unity of the Cath o lic faith which I must en sure as di oc e -
san Bishop. » It is in view of this unity of faith that I have re -
cently taken some de ci sions that I would like to ex plain to
you. 

Prob lems sur round ing the Fils de Ma rie: 

The Fils de Ma rie are as so ci ated to the Army of Mary,
founded by Mrs. Ma rie-Paule Giguère and in spired by her
mys ti cal ex pe ri ences. It is not for me to judge the or i gin of
these ex pe ri ences, but the in ter pre ta tions that are made of
them, the the o ries that have been de duced from them are
of ten dif fi cult to rec on cile with Cath o lic Tra di tion. These in -
ter pre ta tions and the o ries cir cu late freely in the Army of
Mary through their mag a zine “Le Royaume.” This is one of
the rea sons the Bish ops of Can ada, af ter con sul ta tion with
the Con gre ga tion of the Doc trine of the Faith, whose pre -
fect then was Car di nal Ratzinger, pub lished a doc trinal
note in 2001 de clar ing that the Army of Mary could not be
con sid ered a Cath o lic as so ci a tion. 

There are cer tainly some good points to the Army of Mary:
Mar ian de vo tion, love of the Eu cha rist, re spect for the
priest hood, at ten tion to the teach ings of the Pope, to name
a few. My feel ing is that the great ma jor ity of peo ple who
grav i tate around the Army of Mary are at tracted by these as -
pects and have found therein a nour ish ment for their faith. 

Un for tu nately, there is more to the Army of Mary than these
good points. Us ing the writ ings in which Mrs. Giguère de -
scribes her nu mer ous mys ti cal ex pe ri ences (which, by the
way, have never been of fi cially rec og nized by the com pe -
tent Church au thor i ties), mem bers of the Army of Mary have 
de vel oped a se ries of teach ings that raise se ri ous ques -
tions. Among them, Mr. Marc Bosquart has writ ten a num -
ber of such books and ar ti cles.

Mr. Bosquart be lieves that Mrs. Giguère is to Mary of Naz a -
reth as Je sus-Christ is to God the Fa ther. Start ing with this
con vic tion, he de duces a se ries of be liefs: 

- that there is a fem i nine per son, the “Im mac u late,” who
shares eter nity with God; 

- that God the Fa ther fer til ized this Im mac u late to cre ate the
world; 

- that this Im mac u late was in car nate in Mary of Naz a reth,
who is thus more than a sim ple woman: di vine, she shares

cer tain di vine at trib utes with God; 

- that this Im mac u late is to day re in car nate in Mrs. Giguère; 

- that Mrs. Giguère is com plet ing the re demp tion that was
in au gu rated by Je sus-Christ and is in fact the fem i nine
equiv a lent of the Re deemer; 

- that Mrs. Giguère par tic i pates in the Eu cha rist in the same
man ner as Je sus-Christ; 

- that we can con ceive the di vin ity as a “quinternity” in
which we find not only the Fa ther, the Son and the Holy
Spirit, but also Mary of Naz a reth and Ma rie-Paule Giguère. 

The first, third and fourth points that I have just named were 
all ex plic itly con demned in the doc trinal note of the Bish -
ops of Can ada re gard ing the Army of Mary. I con sider the
other points to be just as er ro ne ous. Such be liefs, in com -
pat i ble with the Cath o lic faith, are he ret i cal. 

Many mem bers of the Army of Mary do not know of these
teach ings; or, if they know them, do not con sider them to
be cen tral to the move ment. Yet, a move ment which wants
to be Cath o lic can not con tinue tol er at ing he ret i cal teach -
ings. The lead ers of the Army of Mary have never ac cepted
the Bish ops’ de ci sion, and to this day con tinue to al low
such teach ings to be pub lished in their jour nal. 

The sit u a tion in Al ex an dria-Cornwall 

Since be ing named pon tif i cal com mis sioner, Arch bishop
Prendergast has tried to move for ward with the Fils de Ma -
rie in a way that would re spect both truth and in di vid u als.
Read ing “Le Royaume” re veals that all his pro pos als have
been re jected by the lead er ship of the Fils de Ma rie. Re -
cently, Arch bishop Prendergast asked that, in the name of
the obe di ence due to him as per sonal rep re sen ta tive of the
Pope, the Fils de Ma rie cease all de vo tions to the Lady of All 
Peo ples (a de vo tion founded on a se ries of sup posed Mar -
ian ap pa ri tions in Am ster dam which are said to be ful filled
by Mrs. Giguère). Once again, the lead er ship of the Les de
Ma rie re fused. 

Faced with this re fusal, I had to in ter vene at the lo cal level. I
met with the Fils de Ma rie pres ent in the di o cese: Fa thers
Éric Robichaud, Dan iel Gauthier, Gilles Devaux and Luc
Beaudette. Fa ther Éric Roy, su pe rior gen eral of the Fils de
Ma rie, was also pres ent. I es tab lished one con di tion to their 
con tin ued pres ence in the di o cese: that they sign a doc u -
ment in which they would pro fess the Cath o lic faith, re ject
the he ret i cal teach ings of Marc Bosquart and rec og nize the
au thor ity of the doc trinal note of the Ca na dian Bish ops. A
few days later, I re ceived their an swer: an other re fusal. 

This fi nal re fusal con vinced me not to re new the con tract of
pas to ral ser vice they had signed with our di o cese. 

Fa ther Éric Robichaud, on the other hand, has de cided not
to re new his own com mit ment to the Fils de Ma rie. In stead,
he has asked to be incardinated in our di o cese, which re -
quest I have wel comed with joy and thanksgiving. He will
there fore re main par ish priest of Glen Rob ert son and Dal -
keith. 

A few thoughts 

Through my dis cus sions with the Fils de Ma rie and my
read ing of « Le Royaume », I have come to be lieve that there 
are three fun da men tal prob lems with the lead er ship of
L’Armée de Ma rie. 

First, they do not seem to un der stand that in Je sus-Christ,
God has spo ken his ul ti mate Word. There is no new rev e la -
tion to be awaited. Our chal lenge is to re ceive this Word of
Life and ap ply it to the con crete sit u a tions which we face.
This is an never end ing task, for the Word of God is in fi nite
in its rich ness and its depth. 

Sec ondly, they do not see that the le git i mate de vel op ment
of doc trine can not lead to a con tra dic tion of re vealed teach -
ing. For ex am ple, our faith teaches that God alone is eter -
nal, and that noth ing else ex ists which has not been cre -
ated by God; there fore, say ing that there ex ists an “Im mac -
u late” co-eter nal with God is not a de vel op ment of doc trine, 
it is a con tra dic tion of doc trine. An other ex am ple: our faith
teaches that God is a Trin ity; to af firm God is a quinternity is 
not to deepen our un der stand ing of the Cath o lic faith, it is
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to con tra dict it. 

Fi nally, they re fuse to rec og nize that it is up to the Bish ops
of the Church to judge what is in con for mity with faith and
what is not. God has en trusted to Bish ops the min is try of
teach ing, and God gives to Bish ops the charism of dis cern -
ment in this do main. To con tin u ally re fuse the Bish ops’
judg ment is to re ject the magisterium, the teach ing au thor -
ity God has given to his Church. One can not claim to be
faith ful to the Bishop of Rome while be ing un faith ful to the
Bish ops who are in com mu nion with him. 

In con clu sion 

In these days when there are so few priests, it is pain ful to
re fuse the ser vices of any priest, even more when the
priests in ques tion are young, dy namic, com mit ted and
zeal ous. Yet, we can not avail our selves of their ser vice at
any cost. 

The unity of the Cath o lic faith is es sen tial. It is my re spon si -
bil ity, as Bishop of this di o cese, to pro tect it and en sure it. 

My great hope was that Fa ther Éric Robichaud would not
be alone in the wise dis cern ment he has made or in the
cou ra geous de ci sion he has taken. I pray that Fa thers Da-
niel Gauthier, Gilles Devaux, Luc Beaudette, in deed, all the
Fils de Ma rie come to their senses and re turn to full com -
mu nion with the Cath o lic Church. I re mind them of my
friend ship, and of my com mit ment to wel come them and di -
a logue with them if they so choose in the fu ture. 

To all the mem bers and friends of l’Armée de Ma rie, I ad -

dress this in vi ta tion: open your eyes to the per il ous way in
which you are en gaged. Cer tainly, there is noth ing wrong in 
meet ing to pray to gether, to say the Ro sary, to med i tate on
the teach ings of the Pope. But there are other pos si bil i ties
for do ing this in the Church, with out be long ing to a move -
ment that con tin ues to pro mote teach ings that are con trary
to the faith. In the months to come, I would like to gather
those who are in ter ested in de vel op ing a cor rect Mar ian
spir i tu al ity for all the mem bers of our di o cese. I in vite you
to com mit your self to this beau ti ful pro ject with me. 

Fi nally, to the pa rish io ners of Fa thers Gilles and Dan iel,
par tic u larly to the youth who have known Fa ther Gilles as
pas to ral an i ma tor at La Citadelle: stay faith ful to ev ery thing
they taught which was true, im i tate what you have found in
them to be good. But learn also to rec og nize what is dan -
ger ous in their re fusal to hold firmly to the Cath o lic faith or
to ac cept hum bly the le git i mate au thor ity of the Church.
Pray for them. 

And please wel come with joy and warmth those who will
come to re place them. To gether, let us build the Peo ple of
God, the Body of Christ, in the unity of that faith which has
been handed down to us in the Holy Spirit. 

Yours in the God who is Fa ther, Son and Holy Spirit, 

† Paul-André Durocher 

(This Pas to ral Let ter is a faith ful re pro duc tion of the orig i -
nal ex cept with re gard to the page lay out.)

“NON POSSUMUS!”

 “WE CAN NOT!”
(Re flec tions on the Pas to ral Let ter from

Bishop Paul-André Durocher)

by Dominique POULAIN

“Non possumus!” (We can not!), that is what the first Chris tians 
re plied when their per se cu tors asked them to re pu di ate Christ
and sac ri fice to idols.

On Au gust 15, 2001, a Doc trinal Note from the Bish ops of
Can ada ex horted “the mem bers and sym pa thiz ers of the Army of
Mary to take no fur ther part in any ac tiv i ties of this group,
whether these in volved its pub li ca tions or par tic i pa tion in prayer
meet ings and li tur gi cal cel e bra tions, in clud ing those no ta bly at its
Cen tre Spiri-Maria, lo cated in Que bec.”

On April 4, 2005, Arch bishop Prendergast, Pon tif i cal Com mis -
sioner for the Sons of Mary, asked them “to stop, for the time be -
ing, all pub lic man i fes ta tions to the Lady of All Peo ples un til a
more op por tune time when the ques tion of Marc Bosquart’s writ -
ings will have been clar i fied.” 

On the same day, Car di nal Ouellet, Arch bishop of Que bec, re -
it er ated the ex hor ta tions of the Doc trinal Note of 2001.

Fi nally, on May 25, 2005, Bishop Durocher, Bishop of Al ex an -
dria-Cornwall in On tario, ad dressed a pas to ral let ter to his di oc -
e san faith ful “Re gard ing the ‘Fils de Ma rie’ ” in which he spoke of 
an even more con crete de mand, since he in di cated hav ing “es -
tab lished one con di tion to their con tin ued pres ence in the di o cese:
that they sign a doc u ment in which they would pro fess the Cath o -
lic faith, pub licly re ject the he ret i cal (sic) teach ings of Marc
Bosquart and rec og nize the au thor ity of the doc trinal note of the
Ca na dian Bish ops.”

Bishop Durocher ad dressed this in vi ta tion “to all the mem bers 
and friends of l’Armée de Ma rie: open your eyes to the per il ous
(sic) way in which you are en gaged” given that they ap par ently
be long “to a move ment that con tin ues to pro mote teach ings that
are con trary to the faith”.

A sim ple lay per son from France who is nei ther a di oc e san

faith ful of Que bec nor of On tario, I none the less feel that I am be -
ing “chal lenged” by all these de mands, for I am a mem ber of the
Army of Mary and its as so ci ated Works, the Fam ily of the Sons
and Daugh ters of Mary and the Ob late-Pa tri ots.

And I ask my self if I too could “sign a doc u ment in which I
would pro fess the Cath o lic faith, pub licly re ject the he ret i cal (sic) 
teach ings of Marc Bosquart and rec og nize the au thor ity of the
doc trinal note of the Ca na dian Bish ops”.

Bishop Durocher re minds us in his let ter that “the Bish ops of
Can ada, af ter con sul ta tion with the Con gre ga tion of the Doc trine
of the Faith, whose pre fect then was Car di nal Ratzinger, pub lished
a doc trinal note in 2001 de clar ing that the Army of Mary could
not be con sid ered a Cath o lic as so ci a tion.”

As soon as Au gust 17, 2001, Sylvie Payeur-Raynauld re plied to 
the ac cu sa tions in the Note, point by point, and I do not have to
come back upon it. Her con clu sion was the fol low ing: 

“ ‘Life of Love’ is the re sult of the in ter ven tion of God and Mary
in a soul which ac cepted to let it self be crushed in all kinds of ways
for the sal va tion of souls. By wish ing to con demn this life sus tained 
by Heaven, are not the bish ops judg ing them selves to be ‘above the
Mas ter’? As for us, are we to obey God, or men, the Mas ter or His
dis ci ples?”

If Je sus and then His dis ci ples had “obeyed men” (the high
priest, the heads of the priests “in stalled in the chair of Mo ses”,
the scribes and the Phar i sees) rather than God, the Church
would sim ply not have ex isted! And to day, we would not even
have bish ops to obey, but only dru ids or rab bis...

There fore, can I “rec og nize the au thor ity of the Doc trinal
Note of the Ca na dian Bish ops”? In all hon esty, and hav ing “to
obey God rather than men”, no! “Non possumus!”

Bishop Durocher went on in his let ter to de tail “the good
points to the Army of Mary: Mar ian de vo tion, love of the Eu cha -
rist, re spect for the priest hood, at ten tion to the teach ings of the
Pope, to name a few”.

How ever, he added: “Un for tu nately, there is more to the Army
of Mary than these good points. Us ing the writ ings in which Mrs.
Giguère de scribes her nu mer ous mys ti cal ex pe ri ences (which, by
the way, have never been of fi cially rec og nized by the com pe tent
Church au thor i ties), mem bers of the Army of Mary have de vel -
oped a se ries of teach ings that raise se ri ous ques tions. Among
them, Mr. Marc Bosquart has writ ten a num ber of such books and
ar ti cles.”

First of all, with re gard to the re fusal to ac knowl edge as au -
then tic the “mys ti cal ex pe ri ences”: how could one de velop any -
thing (ac tions, foun da tions, “se ries of teach ings” and so forth)
from “mys ti cal ex pe ri ences” if one had to wait un til these lat ter
were “of fi cially rec og nized by the com pe tent Church au thor i ties”?

The Bish ops’ Doc trinal Note of 2001 it self ac knowl edges this:
“The pos si bil ity of pri vate rev e la tion through vi sions and au di tory 
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