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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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ex pe ri ences has al ways been rec og nized by the Church. In deed the
tra di tion and prac tice of the Church, in many of its de vo tions and
rec og nized pro phetic fig ures and mys tics such as Saint John of the
Cross and Saint Teresa of Avila, pre sup pose the ex is tence of gen u -
ine pri vate rev e la tions.”

If Saint John of the Cross, Saint Teresa of Avila, Saint Louis
Ma rie Grignion de Mont fort, Saint John Bosco, Saint Maximi lian
Kol be, Saint Pio of Pietrelcina and so many other saints or found -
ers, the ma jor ity of whom were per se cuted by their bish ops, their 
su pe ri ors or their con freres (ex com mu ni cated, banned, im pris -
oned, con sid ered to be crazy, to say noth ing of Saint Joan of Arc
who was burned at the stake), had waited for the rec og ni tion of
their “pri vate rev e la tions” be fore be gin ning to take ac tion, what
would have be come of their works?

Bishop Durocher went on to say, con cern ing the “he ret i cal
teach ings of Marc Bosquart”, some of which “were ex plic itly con -
demned in the doc trinal note of the Bish ops of Can ada”:
– “that there is a fem i nine per son, the ‘Im mac u late,’ who shares

eter nity with God;
– “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”;
and oth ers which he con sid ered to be “just as er ro ne ous”: 
– “that God the Fa ther fer til ized this Im mac u late to cre ate the

world;
– “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”.
Are these “teach ings” he ret i cal? And if so, do these teach ings

re ally come “from Marc Bosquart” or are they the re sult of an in -
com pre hen sion of his writ ings?

It suf fices to re read “Marc Bosquart’s Re ply to His Exc. Arch -
bishop Prendergast” of May 22, 2005, to be en light ened. We can
read on page 6: “Your Ex cel lency, if you were to ac cept... not to
raise Ca thol i cism like a wall against the ac tion of God to day, you
would be sub ju gated by the co her ence of our ‘ideas’ and you would 
be filled with won der in re al iz ing that they are, at one and the
same time, ab so lutely Cath o lic... and yet al ready some what be yond 
the pres ent Ca thol i cism, of this ‘nar row’ Ca thol i cism ‘turned in
upon it self ’ that de clared that Rev e la tion is closed once and for all
and that God has noth ing more to re veal to us un til the end of the
world.” 

But, have the bish ops read Marc Bosquart?
“Your Ex cel lency, please for give my straight for ward ness, my

out spo ken ness, but if you had read, you would have known!”
(Marc’s re ply, page 7)

In fact, are Marc’s state ments so scan dal ous, once we have
read his ex pla na tions with sim plic ity? And he has ex plained
things so much! We need only take one ex am ple: 

“With re gard to the point of the ‘eter nity’ of the Im mac u late, the 
es sen tial dif fer ence lies in the de pend ence – and what a dif fer ence
that is in re al ity! Con se quently and in re la tion to the Di vine Trin -
ity, there will al ways be, next to the Cre ator, the CO-Creatrix, next
to the Re deemer, the CO-Redemptrix, next to the Sanctifier, the
CO-Sanctificatrix! And, in fact, the Lady of All Peo ples drew our
at ten tion to this: ‘I in sist par tic u larly on the “CO-” ’ (32nd mes sage),
be cause it is in the lit tle ‘co-’ that the truth on the na ture of the Im -
mac u late is re vealed, that is to say, di vine and not of God, co-eter -
nal and not eter nal of her self!” (page 9)

Why can’t Their Ex cel len cies the Bish ops un der stand such
sim ple things? Would it be be cause “these things have been hid -
den from the wise and the learned and re vealed to the lit tle ones” 
(cf. Mt 11:25)?

Marc Bosquart went on to say: “that you have not read (or at
the very least, not read well) the writ ings I have authored and
from which you ex tract sen tences and ex pres sions, to then ac cuse
me of her esy’. That, Your Ex cel lency, is not a se ri ous way of pro -
ceed ing! And that alone, in my eyes, dis cred its all that you could
sub se quently say, imag ine in the form of ten den tious in ter pre ta -
tions, or draw as in ac cu rate con clu sions.” (page 10)

Marc then gave “a few ex am ples of the ‘ten den tious in ter pre ta -
tions’ and ‘in ac cu rate con clu sions’ that have formed the ba sis of
your re peated ac cu sa tions of ‘non-Cath o lic ity’.” (page 10)

An ex am ple:
“ATP: To claim that in God there is some thing other than the

Fa ther, the Son and the Holy Spirit is a her esy.
“MB: I did not say that, but rather this: ‘The fact of “plac ing”

the Trin ity of the Im mac u late “along side” the di vine Trin ity... takes
ab so lutely noth ing away from this lat ter’...”

And there are any num ber of ex am ples to be found in Marc’s
pages. Let them read them! Then the “her e sies” of which Marc
Bosquart is ac cused, are they re ally “her e sies”? And when there
are “her e sies”, do they re ally come from Marc Bosquart or from
those who claim to be able to com ment upon his writ ings?

There fore, could I “sign a doc u ment in which I would pub licly
re ject the so-called he ret i cal teach ings of Marc Bosquart”? In all
hon esty, no! “Non possumus!” 

Bishop Durocher raised an other prob lem in his let ter: 
“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).”

Yet, how can Arch bishop Prendergast make
such a re quest of the Sons of Mary, given that on
May 31, 2002, His Ex cel lency Bishop Punt, Bishop 
of Haarlem (Neth er lands) signed a de cree rec og -
niz ing the su per nat u ral na ture of the ap pa ri tions
of the Lady of All Peo ples, de clar ing that these
lat ter were “a help in un der stand ing the signs of
the times and to help live more fully the Gos pel”
(which can sum up in just a few words the pro -
gram of the Army of Mary)!

Can we not see in this the re al iza tion of the
mes sage of the Lady of All Peo ples at Akita in Ja -
pan on Oc to ber 13, 1973, (pri vate rev e la tions, the 
su per nat u ral na ture of which was rec og nized by
the lo cal bishop, Bishop Ito, on April 22, 1984, on
the feast of Easter):

“The work of the devil will in fil trate even into
the Church in such a way that one will see car di -
nals op pos ing car di nals, bish ops against other
bish ops.”

Bishop Durocher’s fi nal thoughts re late to the “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.”
With all due re spect to His Ex cel lency, I be lieve I can af firm

that he and the Army of Mary are not speak ing of the same
thing... As sur edly, “God has spo ken his ul ti mate Word” with re -
gard to what is re quired in or der to ben e fit from sal va tion for
eter nal life....

But what about what we need to know in or der to ful fill the
prom ises of God found in Holy Scrip ture, from Gen e sis to the
Apoc a lypse, con cern ing the ter res trial King dom which will be
the pre lude to the ce les tial King dom (and, it is nec es sary, ac cord -
ing to Saint Irenaeus)? This king dom which is called for ev ery
day in the “Our Fa ther”: “Thy king dom come. Thy will be done on
earth as it is in heaven.”

Does not God still have much to say to us, just as He has al -
ready said so much in two thou sand years to nu mer ous priv i -
leged souls through the voice of Je sus, Mary, the saints and the
an gels, things which we would not have been able to un der stand
pre vi ously?
– “Sec ondly,... 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.” Now, as we have seen above, there is no con tra -
dic tion. God alone is eter nal, the dif fer ence is to be found in
the “CO-”.

– “An other ex am ple: our faith teaches that God is a Trin ity; to af -
firm that God is a quinternity is not to deepen our un der stand -
ing of the Cath o lic faith, it is to con tra dict it.”  Now, there again,
there is no con tra dic tion, since Marc Bosquart ex plains: “if
there are al ways only Three Per sons in God, the di vine Trin ity
can hence forth be con sid ered as form ing, with the Trin ity of the
Im mac u late, a kind of Re al ity of a dif fer ent or der and which I
have named ‘Di vine Re al ity’.” (Marc’s re ply to His Exc. Arch bishop
Prendergast, page 11)
Thus, I could very well sign, this time, “a doc u ment in which I

would pro fess the Cath o lic faith”, be cause I ac cept the to tal ity of
the Cath o lic Credo, and would pro claim that Marc’s state ments,
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which stem from an at ten tive and “in spired” read ing of the work 
of Life of Love and its com ple men tary el e ments, do not con tra -
dict Cath o lic faith.

Fur ther more, I re mem ber hav ing read some time ago an
opin ion poll on the faith of “prac tis ing Cath o lics” (these lat ter
go ing to Mass only “at least once a month”). Only 1% of these
“prac tis ing Cath o lics” ac cepted the to tal ity of the Cath o lic Credo
(as I do, with out boast ing, for “all is grace”, to which it suf fices to 
re spond...). Why don’t the bish ops (from Can ada or else where)
ask the other 99% to “sign a doc u ment in which they pro fess the
Cath o lic faith”?

– “Fi nally,” wrote Bishop Durocher, “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.”

Far be it from me to ques tion the bish ops’ min is try, their
charism and their au thor ity. I know that, in his let ter of June 4,
2005, to Mother Paul-Ma rie, Arch bishop Prendergast re proached 
“the Sons of Mary” and the “lay mem bers” with hav ing “a poor
un der stand ing of the Cath o lic faith and the ec cle si as ti cal laws” so
that they must be “pu ri fied” of “a cer tain dross to bring them, to -
gether, to a greater un der stand ing of the Church and its mys tery”,
for, “at this time, this un der stand ing of the Church and its mys tery 
is quite poor”. 

I will not be so in so lent as to re turn the “com pli ment” to
Their Ex cel len cies, but all of this re minds me of the texts read at
Mass not so very long ago, for ex am ple, on the Fri day of the oc -
tave of Easter:

“While Pe ter and John were still ad dress ing the crowd, the
priests, the cap tain of the tem ple guard, and the Sad du cees came
up to them, an gry be cause they were teach ing the peo ple and pro -
claim ing the res ur rec tion of the dead in the per son of Je sus.” (Acts
4:1-2)

On the Sat ur day of the oc tave of Easter: 
“The priests and el ders were amazed as they ob served the self-

as sur ance of Pe ter and John and re al ized that the speak ers were
un ed u cated men of no stand ing.... So they or dered them out of the
court while they held a con sul ta tion. ‘What shall we do with these
men?’...

“So they called them back and made it clear that un der no cir -
cum stances were they to speak the name of Je sus or teach about
him. Pe ter and John an swered, ‘Judge for your selves whether it is
right in God’s sight for us to obey you rather than God. Surely we
can not help speak ing of what we have heard and seen.’ ” (Id., 4:13-
20)

“Can not”: “Non possumus!”
Or, on Wednes day of the sec ond week of the Easter sea son: 
“The high priest and all his sup port ers..., filled with jeal ousy,

ar rested the apos tles and threw them into the pub lic jail. Dur ing
the night, how ever, an an gel of the Lord opened the gates of the jail, 
led them forth, and said, ‘Go out now and take your place in the
tem ple pre cincts and preach to the peo ple all about this new life.’
Ac cord ingly they went into the tem ple at dawn and re sumed their
teach ing.” (Id., 5:17-21)

Fi nally, on Thurs day of that same week:
“The high priest be gan the in ter ro ga tion in this way: ‘We gave

you strict or ders not to teach about this name, yet you have filled
Je ru sa lem with your teach ing... To this, Pe ter and the apos tles re -
plied: ‘Better for us to obey God than men!” ” (Id., 5:27-29)

As I was about to put an end to these re flec tions, and be ing
cur rently in the pro cess of re read ing all the writ ings of our
found ress and her col lab o ra tors (that is the best thing to do, for
we find in them all the an swers to the many “prob lems” brought
up by the Bish ops),  I “came across”, prov i den tially, the fol low ing
pas sage, whereas I had de cided on the ti tle of my ar ti cle at the
very out set:

“They ‘tried’ to force Pa dre Pio ‘to sign a dec la ra tion’ stat ing
that he had re nounced – will ingly – the prop erty of the House for
the Re lief of Suf fer ing, as well as all the leg a cies, do na tions, funds
and in her i tances which he ad min is tered in ac cor dance with the
Re script of Pius XII, for this vol un tary sur ren der of his own er ship
rights would put an end to all pro test, or so the Ap os tolic Vis i tor
thought.

“But he came up against a ‘non possumus’, hum ble but ir re vo -
ca ble.” (Mother Paul-Ma rie, bro chure no. 5, La Pu ri fi ca tion, 1984, p. 59,
quot ing Ennemond Boniface, Pa dre Pio, le Crucifié, p. 67)

I find my self in good com pany with Saint Pa dre Pio, “a vic -
tim... tor tured with im pu nity..., the priest... died con demned, and
con demned by the Church”, a vic tim of “cal um nies, old and new,...
re peated over and over”. His faith ful fol low ers were “hate fully bul -
lied in a mul ti tude of ways and ac cused of be ing her e tics, fa nat ics
in re volt against the Church, vi sion ar ies, etc. Since there was no
suc cess in dis solv ing the prayer groups, they were for bid den to
meet in the churches.” “Pa dre Pio died con demned by the Church
at the in sti ga tion of very highly-placed re li gious and ec cle si as ti cal
au thor i ties. Like Je sus, his own did not re ceive him; they pre ferred
their dark ness to his light.” (E. Boniface, op. cit., pp. 12, 31, 68, 134 and
76, quoted by Mother Paul-Ma rie, op. cit., pp. 56 to 60.) 

And Pa dre Pio is now a saint can on ized by the Church...
How could I sign the doc u ment re quested by Bishop Durocher 

af ter hav ing read and re read the writ ings of Ma rie-Paule and
Marc Bosquart? “I read, I be lieved,” as the late Fa ther Mélançon
said.  And if I were asked to “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”, I could give no other an -
swer than the cry ut tered by the mar tyrs of for mer times: “Non
possumus!” (“We can not!”)

June 22, 2005, 
the feast of Saint Thomas More Dominique Poulain

Read ers’ Com ments
– Thank you for this won der ful pa per
which en light ens us and keeps us on the
right path. We feel par tic u larly blessed to
have been cho sen to be long to this mar -
vel ous move ment.              Blanche Pierret
– The Army of Mary, what a school of ho -
li ness! The mean ing of suf fer ing and the
love of the Cross which this school teaches 
us trans form us. Yes, this is the only way
that will al low us to ob tain so many
graces and make us love the Eucharistic
Je sus al ways more and more. Let us adore
and give thanks.               Ghislaine Légaré
– Thank you for the won der ful lit tle book -
let, The An gels of the Priest hood. How
many holy priests owe a large part of what 
they are and what they have ac com plished 
to the kind as sis tance of these “an gels”. 

A cor dial thank-you as well for the lu -
mi nous con fer ences from Fa ther Denis

Thivierge. What wise  ad vice for the prep -
a ra tion of the “fi nal bat tle” and the for ma -
tion of an elite that will pro claim and de -
fend the truth. “En gaged in com bat” is a
ral ly ing cry: we are all re spon si ble... we
must unite..., re main faith ful, fol low the
ex am ple of Saint Paul who could say: “I
have fought the good fight... I have kept
the faith.” (2 Tim 4:7)

Is sue no. 171 of the pa per Le Royaume
urges us to read and re read Life of Love in
or der to un der stand the Army of Mary,
the need for unity among Chris tians and
the gath er ing to gether of the sheep into
one sin gle sheepfold, as well as the need
for in te rior con ver sion for each one of us.

Life of Love makes known to us the di -
vine plan. It is “the Work of the Lady of
All Peo ples”. Then co mes the Im mac u late
Con cep tion: that lu mi nous bea con for hu -
man ity un der the guid ance of one sin gle
Shep herd, Christ.          Two Mis sion ar ies

– In a hom ily heard in Mon treal, the priest 

told us that the ges tures of love and char -
ity we make in the world serve to ex tend
God’s King dom. The for ma tion we re -
ceived in the Work en cour age us to al ways 
sur pass our selves more and more so that
His King dom may come on earth as it is
in heaven. How beau ti ful it is to have been 
called to be a part of this Work for our
time, this time in which the three worlds
are be ing re vealed to us lit tle ones.

Yves and Nicole LeCorre
– Thank you for all this spir i tual rich ness.
Yes, no other words de scribe it; it is food
for the soul. What beau ti ful writ ings and
touch ing tes ti mo ni als which make us re -
al ize that we must draw our strength from 
God, es pe cially in these dif fi cult times. 
Thank you for col lab o rat ing in this re turn
to God!                                  Myriam Délisle
– God con tin ues to in ter vene in the times
of his tory. We must be able to dis cern the
signs of the times, dis cern the time of
God.                                                   Marc Élie


