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In the Work of the Lady of All Peo ples
many new ideas have arisen from year
to year. There are, first of all, all the new
ideas con tained in Life of Love, in a
more or less ex plicit way (some have
been un cov ered and
there re main oth ers to
be brought to light –
many of them!). At the
same time, Raoul
Auclair’s works have
pro vided us with oth ers,
a great num ber and of
great am pli tude, in strict
con for mity with Life of
Love, to the point where
these two “summas”
cast ing light one on the other, have
made pos si ble other dis cov er ies and
have fos tered fruit ful de vel op ments.

That much it is easy to see, from
within the Work as from out side it, pro -
vided the ob ser va tion given the evo lu -
tion of the Work is bare of all pre sump -
tion. But these ideas per ceived as be ing
new, are they re ally as new as they ap -
pear to be? The “sys tem” that is in the
pro cess of work ing it self out be fore our
eyes, is it re ally made up of new el e -
ments only?

That ques tion has oblig a to rily to be
asked, for the Lady of All Peo ples –
whose mes sages con sti tute part of the
foun da tions of the Work and con tain in
them selves a great num ber of “nov el -
ties” – has made, in this re gard, some
sur pris ing state ments:

• I do not bring a new doc trine, she
says,

[An other pos si ble trans la tion:
a new teach ing]

I now bring old ideas.1

Such an as ser tion could very well
mean this: that the un der stand ing and
knowl edge that to day ap pear to be so
novel in com par i son with the ideas com -
monly ac cepted, per haps al ready ex -
isted be fore the ap pear ance of these
lat ter, if not in the same form at least in
an equiv a lent man ner. Thus, on cer tain
points, what we to day see com ing into
be ing in the Lady’s Work would be much 
more a “re turn to the sources” than the
un veil ing of re al i ties never be fore per -
ceived, of truths never be fore known.

“AS IT WAS IN THE BE GIN NING”
There is no better il lus tra tion of the

pre ced ing that the fan tas tic “burst” of
knowl edge we have been able to have
con cern ing the mys tery of the Di vin ity.
Noth ing gave any in di ca tion of it just a
few years ago, but for it to re veal it self it
suf ficed to be lieve in what Heaven, in
our time, per mit ted us sim ply to know. It
suf ficed gen u inely to ac cept it, to “take
cog ni zance” of it and to add it to what we
al ready know.

Thus it was that, start ing with Life of
Love, and “go ing back up the thread”
that Heaven placed in it for us, we were
led, first of all – by Ma rie-Paule, and
thanks also, in large part, to the in spired
thoughts of Raoul Auclair2 –, to the mys -
tery of the Im mac u late that be gan to
shine with un par al leled bril liance. And

then, since that mys tery could not be
gone into with out ref er ence to the mys -
tery of God, it was this lat ter mys tery that 
came to be seen in a to tally new light, so
much so that we have cer tainly not yet
seen all the im pli ca tions of this im por -
tant ad vance in the knowl edge of our
God. Fi nally, all of this came to gether in
the form of an “idea” to tally new in ap -
pear ance: that of the ex is tence of a Di -
vine Cou ple con sti tuted of God, the
Eter nal Prin ci ple, and of an En tity sec -
ond to and co-eter nal with Him – the Di -
vine Spouse of God.

What a dis cov ery! Not at all; this per -
cep tion of the Di vin ity as be ing, in fact,
formed of a Di vine Cou ple has noth ing
re ally new about it. It is among the most
an cient of be liefs, one com mon to nu -
mer ous peo ples all over the earth. Thus, 
we find it clearly pres ent at the or i gin of
most re li gious tra di tions, some times in a 
quite ex plicit fash ion (In dia, In do ne sia,
Ja pan, the peo ples of Af rica and of the
Amer i cas, etc.), some times in a less ev i -
dent man ner, as we of ten come upon it
un der the form of myths ex plain ing the
cre ation of the world and hu man ity.

So if to day we are led, in the wake of
the Lady of All Peo ples, to bring up
again the ex is tence of a Di vine Cou ple,
a “di vine Bi no mial”, then it is un de ni able
that She has in deed brought us, “now”,
twenty cen tu ries af ter the ad vent of
Chris tian ity, this idea which is one of the
most an cient that it is pos si ble to find in
the his tory of the hu man be liefs and re li -
gions that have guided peo ples over the
course of mil len nia.

WHAT IT IS ES SEN TIAL FOR US TO KNOW
More than that, how ever fun da men -

tal this an cient idea may be, it is not the
only one to come to the sur face again to -
day, far from it. To give us an idea of the
wide scope of this “re turn to the
sources” in which it is given us to par tic i -
pate in our days, it is enough to rap idly
draw up the list of the re al i ties which it is
truly im por tant for us to know, and then

to re mark how they are
all in volved.

What, in truth, is it es -
sen tial for us to know, ei -
ther per son ally or col lec -
tively, in it self or in its
con se quences? It is
easy to an swer that
ques tion, for there are,
fi nally, only five things:

1. The knowl edge of the Di vin ity
(This one, which is not

 the cold facts of the theo lo gian,
but the con tem pla tion  akin to love,

 must take pre ce dence
over ev ery other con sid er ation.)

2. The knowl edge of our own 
true na ture as hu man be ings 

(“Who are we?”)

3. The knowl edge of the world 
in which it is given us to live

(“Where are we?”)

4. The knowl edge of our per sonal 
or i gin and that of hu man ity

(“From where do we come?”)

5. The knowl edge of our per sonal 
des tiny and of that of hu man ity

(“Where are we go ing?”).
In the face of these ques tions of cap i -

tal im por tance, a two fold ob ser va tion
be comes un avoid able, namely, that, on
the one hand, it is pre cisely in these five
do mains that most of the “new ideas” in
the Work have ap peared, and on the
other hand, that these lat ter are nearly
all, in re al ity, “old ideas” re dis cov ered in
our time. 

With out go ing back over the mys tery
of the Di vin ity – which events of the
pres ent time have, as we have seen, led
us to re de fine, and which fu ture events
will doubt less bring us to go into much
more deeply –, let us take up, nev er the -
less, the other fields of knowl edge and
see in what that which some times ap -
pears to us so new turns out to be, in re -
al ity, very an cient.

OUR TRUE NA TURE AS HU MAN BE INGS
We now know (thanks, prin ci pally, to

Saint Paul, Raoul Auclair and Ma rie-
Paule her self) that we are, as hu man be -
ings, con sti tuted of three bod ies: the
phys i cal body (that which we know), the
psy chic body (our in fe rior and mor tal
soul) and the spir i tual body (our su pe -
rior, im mor tal soul) in which there is the
spirit of God re sid ing in us.

Such a def i ni tion seems new and is
so, in fact, rel a tive to the “clas si cal” def i -
ni tion of the hu man be ing as be ing com -
posed of a body and soul only, but in re -
al ity it is not new. The more we dis cover
of and the better we un der stand the be -
liefs and tra di tions of the peo ples who
in hab ited the earth a very long time ago,
the more are we im pelled to ac knowl -
edge that such knowl edge was wide -
spread even if only in an im per fect and
lim ited man ner.

In the fu ture, more over, we are go ing
to have to give a new eval u a tion to many 
an cient cus toms and be liefs: how many
times have not eth nol o gists and his to ri -
ans of the West – even cer tain mis sion -
ar ies also –, in the name of an error
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which they be lieved to be the truth (man
is made up of a body and a soul), re -
jected the truth which they took for an er -
ror (man is made up of three bod ies, or,
of three very dis tinct el e ments)!

THE WORLD IN WHICH WE LIVE
We also now know (thanks to cer tain

pas sages from Scrip ture, to Raoul
Auclair, to Ma rie-Paule and to other
con tem po rary rev e la tions) that the
world in its com plete ness – the To tal
Earth in which we live – is not lim ited to
the phys i cal world alone (the one we
know), but that it in cludes two oth ers:
the psy chic world (the first world of the
Be yond) and the spir i tual world (the sec -
ond world of the Be yond), these lat ter
two con sti tut ing the “un seen” or “in vis i -
ble uni verse” that is men tioned in the
Credo of the Cath o lic Church.

Such a def i ni tion of our world in its to -
tal ity ap pears to be new and is ef fec -
tively so with ref er ence to its def i ni tion
be come “clas sic”, that of a world com -
posed only of heaven and earth, but it is
no more so than is the “new” def i ni tion of 
the hu man be ing. More than that, it can
be con sid ered as be ing both very an -
cient and al most uni ver sal, to the point
where, in this do main also, many an -
cient facts could one day have to be
looked at in quite an other man ner.

Fi nally, how ever an cient these “new”
ideas might be, we can not go into them
with out pay ing hom age to Raoul Au -
clair; he not only “re in vented” an cient
knowl edge (“we had to in vent an cient
things,” he writes3), he also set them
forth more clearly than, it would seem,
was ever done in an cient times. Hav ing
in mind that “the an cient peo ple, who did 
not come to know in a sci en tific way,
knew more than we do in wis dom,” 4 he
set forth in as ra tio nal a man ner pos si ble 
what they per ceived as be ing some what 
su per nat u ral re al i ties, and which, as a
result, they did not feel the need to ex -
plain.

THE CHURCH OR GA LI LEO: WHICH WAS
RIGHT?

The best ex am ple of this con flict of
con cep tions is given us by the fa mous

“Ga li leo af fair”. We are
back at the be gin ning of
the 17th cen tury and the
Church, along with other
in sti tu tions of that time,
firmly be lieved that the
earth was “at the cen ter”, 
at the cen ter of a com -
plex sys tem that in clud -
ed a mul ti tude of places
of which the best known

were heaven, hell and the pur ga to ries.

But the times changed and hu man ity
dis cov ered other re al i ties, right up to the
day when – to sim plify things, for there
had been pre de ces sors and the mat ter
is com plex – Ga li leo, but tressed by ob -
ser va tions made pos si ble by the lat est
in ven tions, de clared that it was not the
earth but the sun that was at the cen ter
of our sys tem; in other words, the earth
trav elled around the sun.

Ga li leo was right, but the Church was
not wrong. In fact, the Church and Ga li -
leo were both right, but the Church, in
strict truth, was much more right than
Ga li leo. How was that? Be cause Ga li leo 
took into con sid er ation only the phys i cal 
world (in which the sun is in deed the
cen ter of the so lar sys tem), whereas the 
Church, heir to the knowl edge of the an -
cients, took into con sid er ation the to tal -

ity of the worlds (in which the planet
earth is in deed the cen ter of the To tal
Earth).

And Raoul Auclair, in our time, res o -
lutely al lies him self with the wis dom of
the an cients:

• Our an ces tors... ig no rant of as -
tron omy, rea soned less un wisely
than we do, they who heard God’s
Word with re spect to the earth, an
earth they imag ined to be the cen -
ter and that was pre cisely so in re -
al ity! 5

Fi nally, if Pope John Paul II, ever
mag nan i mous, pre sented apol o gies, in
the name of the Church, for what took

place on the oc ca sion of the con dem na -
tion of Ga li leo, his ges ture was all the
more ex em plary and all the more im -
pres sive in that it was re ally not nec es -
sary from any point of view. Of course it
is true that on that oc ca sion all the
Church au thor i ties did not, per haps,
con duct them selves ide ally, but the
Church it self, as an in sti tu tion, made no
mis take when it clearly per ceived that
the new “or der of the world”, the prod uct
of men’s ob ser va tion, threat ened the
an cient “or der” that hu man ity held from
God.

THE “SHRINK ING” OF THE WORLD
Thus it was that the Church de fended 

the vi sion of the cos mos in its true en -
tirety (three worlds in the To tal Earth),
whereas Co per ni cus and Ga li leo, fol -
lowed by so many oth ers af ter them, re -
duced the cos mos in fact to just its phys -
i cal di men sion. In that way, faith in the
Word of God faded away pro gres sively
be fore what man could see solely
through the eyes of his phys i cal body.
And our hu man sci ence, ad mi ra ble in so 
many re spects, built it self up on the ne -
ga tion of the other di men sions of cre -
ation.

There fol lowed a pro cess of
occultation un prec e dented in his tory: as 
the world grew larger spa tially and geo -
graph i cally (the dis cov ery of the so lar
sys tem and that of other con ti nents), its
fun da men tal  ho ri zon, su per nat u ral and
di vine, shrank more and more and
passed from that of the To tal Earth to
that of our sin gle lit tle planet earth.

To day the shrink ing of the world has,
as it were, reached its limit. Af ter men
have, dur ing cen tu ries, made dis cov ery
af ter dis cov ery within the re duced world
they have built, the Lady of All Peo ples
has come and she has “awak ened” the
old ideas be cause the time has come to
re dis cover by new ways, with a new
look, the in nu mer a ble worlds that await
hu man ity in the other di men sions.

“THEY NO LON GER KNOW THEIR CRE ATOR!”
There you have the knowl edge of the

poor hu man be ings we are and the
world in which we liv e! But there is also
the knowl edge of our or i gin and of our
des tiny, two do mains that in volve the
same “re turn to the sources” an nounced 
by the Lady, even though this be not on
the same scale. And this re turn has as
its fun da men tal el e ment the aban don -
ment of the mis taken ideas of mod ern
sci ence, in fa vor of a faith refound in the
love and ac tion of a cre ative Power.

So it was that the Lady said in sis -
tently in her Am ster dam mes sages:

• This time is our time; all peo ples
are called to honor in this time the
Lord and Mas ter in His Cre ation.6

• Bring back all peo ples to their Cre -
ator. Teach them how sim ple it is to 
see the Cre ator.7

• You, peo ples, fall upon your knees
be fore your Lord and Cre ator. Ex -
press to Him your grat i tude. The
sci ence of this world has turned
men away from grat i tude. They no
lon ger know their Cre ator.8

“Your Lord and Cre ator,” she said
again on many other oc ca sions9 – could
there be a more rad i cal, more “au tho -
rized” re jec tion, not of the evo lu tion of all 
forms of cre ated life (we are so far from
know ing ev ery thing), but rather of the
fa mous “the ory of evo lu tion” that claims
that the world and hu man ity do not owe
their ex is tence to a Cre ator God, but, in
the fi nal anal y sis, to chance alone: life
on earth would have ap peared of it self
and evolved in a ran dom fash ion as dic -
tated by cir cum stances, and hu man ity
could very well not have ex isted if these
cir cum stances had been even slightly
dif fer ent.

The truth is, this mod ern idea is non -
sense. Fur ther more, it would never
have seen the light of day if the ter nary
con cep tion of man had not been aban -
doned a cou ple of cen tu ries ago; we
would have al ways known that man
can not be re duced to a sim ple an i mal,
that he pos sesses one di men sion more
than an an i mal, and that for this rea son
he could not have de scended from it – it
would at least have been better to say
“as cended” from it! –, even if the Cre ator 
was able to con trib ute cer tain at tain -
ments of the lower spe cies to the con sti -
tu tion of the spe cies that is su pe rior to all 
oth ers, which is man.

If, to day, the the ory of evo lu tion has
not yet con tam i nated the whole Church
and all the mi lieus of the faith, it must,
nev er the less, be ac knowl edged that it
has won over al most the to tal ity of the
sci en tific mi lieus and has made its way
deeply into pop u lar opin ion. Now, in
bring ing for ward the old ideas (of which
that of Cre ation is among the first, af -
firmed in Gen e sis), the Lady places the
Cre ator back at the or i gin and at the cen -
ter of his tory, along with, by that very
fact, the plans He had at the time of the
cre ation of the worlds and the be ings for
which He des tined them.

Galileo
(1564-1642)

The World in its completeness –
the To tal Earth

His Ho li ness Pope John Paul II
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BE LIEF IN “THE LIFE OF THE WORLD 
TO COME”

In a par al lel fash ion, the places
through which de ceased hu man be ings
passed or ended up have al ways and
ev ery where been con ceived as be ing
ma te rial and con crete places – which is
equiv a lent, in an in di rect man ner, to
con sid er ing as be ing like wise ma te rial
the con stit u ent el e ments of the hu man
be ing that ar rived and re mained in those 
places.

“Al ways and ev ery where” – ex cept in
the Chris tian West of re cent cen tu ries
where they have pro gres sively ceased
to be lieve in a post hu mous des tiny in
spe cific and well-de fined places, to
imag ine, rather, a sort of dis so lu tion of
our “soul” into some state of ab strac tion. 
Thus it is that most Chris tians to day no
lon ger con ceive of heaven, hell and the
pur ga to ries as places, but as “states”,
states, more over, that are lit tle de fined
and, of ne ces sity, very poorly de fined.

Such a de vi a tion was fa tal the mo -
ment the uni verse was no lon ger per -
ceived in its three ma te rial di men sions
and was re placed by a purely phys i cal
uni verse. And if there ex isted no other
ma te rial but the phys i cal uni verse
alone, then that which in man is other
than phys i cal could only be im ma te rial.

This sit u a tion reached the point
where, as Raoul Auclair clearly saw, to
come back, in our days, to those old
ideas could seem shock ing:

• And why shock ing? Be cause that
dis turbs our man ner of think ing,
[we] who have made Heaven a
place strictly spir i tual... [in the
sense of “ab stract”].10

Let us put it clearly, sum it up: for cen -
tu ries, in what con cerns the es sen tial,
our world has be come im pov er ished,
re duced, shriv elled – and we com pen -
sate for that by means of tele scopes that 
ex plore the in ner depths of the uni verse, 
by putt ing me chan i cal de vices on Mars
or cam eras in the rings of Sat urn.

Pro di gious ex ploits – yes, but also
ev i dence of our mis ery and ig no rance.
Much closer to us there is that which is
much more in ter est ing! So many places
are wait ing for us where it will be given
us to par tic i pate in that “life of the world
to come” which our faith or dains that we
be lieve in and of which the Church
makes the sub ject of the last words, full
of hope, of its tre men dous Credo.

WE HAVE BE COME SO IM POV ER ISHED!
Very quickly, in only a few hun dred

years, hu man ity has thus con fined it self, 
wedged it self, not to say “in terred” it self,
in the un der ground or base ment of the
uni verse – in the name of up-to-dat ed -
ness, of the sci ence of which it is so
proud and un der the cloak of which it ex -
tols it self and glo ri fies its knowl edge.
Well, this so-called knowl edge is of ten
real ig no rance!

As long as sci ence ob serves phe -
nom ena, stud ies the facts, tries to un -
der stand them, it is at the ser vice of hu -
man ity, a true, im por tant, even es sen tial 
ser vice and cer tainly in con for mity with
God’s will. But as soon as it re jects what
it can not ob serve, that it co mes to deny
it, and to con demn who ever be lieves in
it, then not only does it go be yond its
role, but it falls into er ror and wreaks de -
struc tion.

– The hu man be ing knew that, in his
cre ated to tal ity, he was con sti tuted of
three el e ments. Then, al most im per -

cep ti bly, he was re duced to two (body
and soul), and next the soul was
made a re al ity that was more and
more ab stract, and fi nally, since there
was not much left of it, be lief in it was
given up. Thus, out side of cer tain mi -
lieus of faith, of the hu man be ing cre -
ated by God of ten noth ing re mains
but the BODY.

– The hu man be ing knew that, in its cre -
ated to tal ity, the World was com -
posed of three worlds. Then, al most
im per cep ti bly, it was re duced to two
(earth and heaven), and next heaven
was made a re al ity that was more and
more ab stract, and fi nally, since there
was not much left of it, be lief in it was
given up. Thus, out side of cer tain mi -
lieus of faith, of the uni verse cre ated
by God of ten noth ing re mains but the
EARTH.

– The hu man be ing knew that at the or i -
gin of ev ery thing there was the Cre -
ator. Then came sci ence that sowed
doubt by means of parts of bones and
equa tions for the stars, and that re -
placed the di vine pro gram of Cre ation 
in time with a the ory based on that
deadly “anti-God” thing that is
CHANCE: the hu man be ing ceased to
be a crea ture of God to be come an ac -
ci dent of evo lu tion.

– The hu man be ing knew that his life on
earth was but a de par ture, a be gin -
ning, and that af ter the end of his ter -
res trial life he “car ried on” else where
and did so, if he had mer ited it, in a
place of hap pi ness called heaven, or,
at the very least, in places charged
with the hope of hap pi ness. Then
came sci ence that, be liev ing only in
the vis i ble, de ny ing the in vis i ble,
changed birth to the “here af ter” to a
de fin i tive end ing with DEATH.

And all of this to the point where a
well-re puted French his to rian in mak ing
an as sess ment of re cent centuries, was
able to write a book with the el o quent ti -
tle, Que reste-t-il du paradis? [lit.,  “What
is left of Par a dise?”].11

And what is left of it? Al most noth ing!
Man has con ceived the most mon strous 
of all sys tems, a sys tem in which

there is noth ing left but the body, 
there is noth ing left but the earth,
there is noth ing left but chance,
there is noth ing left but death.

A piti ful re port. A dole ful end ing. A
wretched hu man ity.

THE NEED FOR THE CO-RE DEMP TION
The sit u a tion would have been re ally

hope less and a dead end if the God
whom hu man ity re jects and de nies had
not un der taken to save it from its own
folly.

Of old there was the Re deemer. He
opened the gates of the King dom of
Heaven and His teach ing fer til ized the
world over the cen tu ries. To day, how -
ever, the ad ver sary has worked well, so
well that the mes sage, pre vi ously so
pow er ful, now “no lon ger gets through”,
not enough to serve as a coun ter weight, 
not enough to pierce the ar mor-plat ing
about the minds and hearts of hu man
be ings who deny heaven and its joys in
or der to jus tify their de sire to take ad -
van tage, to the max i mum, of earth’s
plea sures.

Such a mind less at ti tude – quite sim -
ply stu pid ity, to tell the truth – can only
pre cip i tate hu man ity into chaos first of
all, then into de spair, and fi nally into
what would be its ruin and its end – the

end of hu man ity. Those are not empty
words; that is in deed what was await ing
us if the God of men, in His good ness,
had not to day sent the Co-Redemptrix.
It is she who is “pay ing” in or der that the
world and we our selves may be saved;
she is the one it will be nec es sary to fol -
low in those trou bled times we are going
to en ter upon; she is the one who is
charged, like a new Mo ses for all hu -
man ity, to snatch us from the most ter ri -
ble of slaveries in or der to bring us into
the most won der ful of Prom ised Lands:
the King dom of God on earth. And she is 
the one who will have earned it for us!

Now, in ap pear ing as the Lady, in
Am ster dam, and pre par ing for her per -
sonal in ter ven tion then to come, she
said, “I now bring old ideas.” Why do that 
when there seemed to be things more
im por tant, more se ri ous and more ur -
gent?

Be cause these ideas are in dis pens -
able – oh! not in or der to love the Co-
Redemptrix nor to be lieve in her and the
gran deur of her mis sion, but in or der to
be able to un der stand what the Co-Re -
demp tion truly is, in or der to be able to
sit u ate it in the his tory of the world and to
re al ize what it rep re sents and to see its
ab so lute ne ces sity.

EV ERY THING IS GO ING TO TAKE PLACE “NOW”
Let us have a close look at where the

Co-Redemptrix and the Co-Re demp -
tion stand with re gard to the world of to -
day and with re gard to the Church.

– On the one hand:
If, as is the case for many of our con -

tem po rar ies, there is no lon ger any thing
but the body and the earth, chance and
death, what will it take to open their
hearts to the re al ity of the Co-Re demp -
tion! It is re ally aw ful...

– On the other hand:
If, from a Chris tian point of view, there 

is noth ing more than the body and the
soul, noth ing more than heaven and
earth, then what is the Co-Redemptrix
com ing to do here be low? What is she
com ing to “add”, since heaven has al -
ready been mer ited for us by the Re -
deemer and since our soul, if it in turn
mer its it, has al ready been saved by
Him? What place is there for the Co-Re -
demp tion? What need is there for one?

– Well, here it is, pre cisely:

“My feet are sol idly set upon the globe 
of the earth be cause the Fa ther and the 
Son ‘WISHES’, in this pres ent time, in
this world here, to send me in the ca -
pac ity of Co-Redemptrix, Mediatrix
and Ad vo cate.” (The Lady of All Peo -
ples, 33rd ap pa ri tion, May 31, 1951)
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With out the “old ideas” of the di vine
Cre ation and the Di vine Cou ple, with out
the “old ideas” of three bod ies and three
worlds, it is not pos si ble, in ef fect to in -
cor po rate the idea of Co-Re demp tion
within the “pa ram e ters” of our Chris tian
faith, ex cept by re duc ing it to much less
than it is in re al ity, that is to say, by de -
priv ing it of its sub stance, emp ty ing it of
its con tents.

That is the rea son why – and what -
ever may be the even tual good will of
cer tain em i nent mem bers of its hi er ar -
chy – the Cath o lic Church is so “at a
loss” faced with the Co-Re demp tion, for
has it not placed it self over the cen tu ries
and by “hu man iz ing the di vine gift” in a
sit u a tion that does not per mit it to have
ac cess to the Co-Re demp tion? Have
not so many bish ops and car di nals, so
many theo lo gians above all, have they
not pro moted the de vel op ment of “men -
tal struc tures” that to day pre vent most of 
the peo ple of the Church from sim ply as -
cer tain ing the facts: that it is God Him -
self – there are so many proofs of this! –
who guides the Co-Redemptrix each

day of the ac com plish ment of her mis -
sion of love, and that it is He who causes
her to act in ac cord with a two fold plan:
the sal va tion of the world and the com -
ing of the King dom of God on earth.

It will come, that King dom, and is not
that which is com ing to pass to day one
of the most ob vi ous signs of this? For
what must surge forth, from the over -
throw of the chaos forged by the Evil
One, is an other world, a rad i cally dif fer -
ent world, a world in which the bond of
love be tween the Cre ator and His crea -
tures will be re-es tab lished, a world in
which Cre ation will be seen in all its in -
com pa ra ble splen dor; a world in which,
in so many do mains, in so many places,
the mod ern ab er ra tions born of men’s
brain will have given way to the “old
ideas” re vealed by God in other times
and brought back in our time by the
Lady!

Au gust 2004 Marc Bosquart

Foot notes:
1. The Lady of All Peo ples, 49th mes sage,

April 4, 1954.
2. The better part of Raoul Auclair’s works

ought to be quoted here, but if a choice
has to be made, the most im por tant of
them would be L’Homme To tal dans la
Terre Totale.

3. L’Homme To tal dans la Terre Totale, p. 10.
4. Id., p. 270.
5. Id., p. 78.
6. The Lady of All Peo ples, 34th mes sage,

July 2, 1951.
7. Id., 38th mes sage, De cem ber 31, 1951
8. Id., 50th mes sage, May 31, 1954.
9. Id., in the 34th, 37th, 39th and 46th mes -

sages in par tic u lar.
10. L’Homme To tal dans la Terre Totale, p. 459.
11. Jean Delumeau, Que reste-t-il du

paradis?, Paris, Galimard, 2001.

Ed i tor’s note – The date shown at the
end is not an er ror. Marc did in deed
hand this ar ti cle in to Ma rie-Paule on Au -
gust 17, 2004, but since it could not be
used im me di ately it ended up by be ing
al most for got ten. It was Sis ter Chantal
who, dur ing the prep a ra tion of this is sue
of the pa per, sud denly re mem bered it
and sug gested that it be used. Ex cept
for a few words – not even a dozen –, it is 
ex actly as it was when writ ten in 2004.

Liv ing Like Be liev ers
“Peace be with you!” Such was the

wish of the risen Je sus to His dis ci ples
gath ered to gether, all the doors bolted.
Doubt less, they were not very proud of
their con duct, see ing that Je sus had fore -
told them ev ery thing: His con dem na tion,
death and res ur rec tion, but no one had
be lieved Him.

At the hour of the Pas sion, all had fled.
Pe ter had even gone so far as to deny
Him: “I do not know the man” (Mk 14:71). At 
the foot of the cross there re mained only
John with Mary and a few women. All the
oth ers had not dared to show them selves
and had gone off to hide.

“They were afraid of the Jews,” the
Gos pel tells us; afraid of per se cu tion,
afraid of cru ci fix ion. More over, Je sus
Him self had spo ken of the per se cu tions
against them: “they will ex pel you from
the syn a gogues,” and even the time
would come when “any one who kills you
will think he is do ing a holy duty for God”
(Jn 16:2).

In short, the Apos tles found them -
selves caught be tween two fires, con -
demned, what ever they might do, to be -
ing seen as guilty. In ef fect, if Je sus was
not risen, the Jews were go ing to ac cuse
them of stealing the body be cause the
tomb was empty. On the other hand, if Je -
sus was risen they, in their turn, would
have to un dergo con dem na tion as dis ci -
ples of a blas phemer who said he was
God. The truth is, their Mas ter had pre -
dicted that they would one day drink of
His cup. (Cf. Mt 20:23.) So, they were afraid
of the pres ent and of the fu ture. Hence,
they did not know what to do; they
doubted, they hes i tated....

And be hold, Je sus was there in their
midst, just like that, sud denly, as if He had 
been there all the time but un no ticed.
Once His pres ence was re vealed, Je sus
wished them peace. He did not blame
them for their lack of faith, their doubts,
their fears, their weak nesses; He did not
even blame them for hav ing aban doned
Him, de nied Him. He took them as they
were there, in or der to lead them fur ther,
higher.

Sim i larly, Je sus does not ask of us that 
which is too much for our strength. With
in fi nite so lic i tude and mercy He co mes to
seek us out at the depths of our ex is -

tence, in the te dious ness of our ev ery day
life, in or der to lead us higher by giving to
our life the new di men sion of a child of
God, saved by the love and for bear ance
of the Blessed Trin ity. How ever, Je sus
asks us to re spond to Him in all free dom,
in or der that He may take up His dwell ing
in us.

Now, eight days later the same se -
quence of events took place, but this time
in the pres ence of Thomas. How we
would like to have been in the place of
that Apos tle in or der to be able to touch
the Risen One, to place our fin ger in His
wounds, to have the “proof” that all we be -
lieve about Je sus is in deed true!

On the other hand, how easy it is for us 
to be mis taken when we speak about the
act of faith! In the nor mal run of life we say 
we be lieve when we have the proof, when 
we can know by our selves or when we
are faced with the ev i dence. But in the life
of faith it is not pos si ble to open our selves 
to God other than by “be liev ing”, that is to
say, by ac knowl edg ing in our soul His call
which touches us in some fash ion, but
with out tan gi ble ev i dence.

To tell the truth, the risen Je sus ap -
peared to only a small num ber of per -
sons. All the oth ers who be lieved in Him
did not “see” Him in an ap pa ri tion. For ex -
am ple, all those men tioned in the text
from the Acts of the Apos tles that we have 
just heard, be lieved be cause they heard
the Apos tles preach ing, be cause they
rec og nized that God was act ing through
them. Those per sons be came Chris tians
be cause they were able to rec og nize the
in vis i ble Christ who was man i fest ing Him -
self in their own hearts.

Sim i larly, we are be liev ers not be -
cause we know things learned in the cat e -
chism or else where, but be cause we
have the pro found con vic tion that God is
re veal ing Him self in our life, that He loves
us and is draw ing us to wards to tal joy.

We na ively think that Thomas was
able to ex press his won der ful con fes sion
of faith be cause he saw the Risen One. If
it suf ficed to see in or der to be lieve, how
ex plain that the sol diers who were guard -
ing the tomb and were the only eye wit -
nesses to the Res ur rec tion did not be -
come be liev ers? The Apos tle Thomas
be lieved not be cause he saw, but be -

cause his heart was open to the gift that
Je sus makes to ev ery one by rea son of
His Pas chal mys tery, a gift which is an in -
te rior in vi ta tion to live in re la tion ship with
Him, the Risen One.

The Pas chal faith does not con sist in
ad her ing to knowl edge ABOUT JE SUS,
for ex am ple that He has risen and is liv ing 
with the Fa ther, but in be liev ing IN JE SUS, 
that is to say, in re ally un der stand ing that
He rose for us, to open our lives to an
eter nity of hap pi ness. Through faith, Je -
sus wants to live with us in a new in car na -
tion in or der to bring us into our des tiny as
saved ones: God in us, God with us, God
among us. It is up to each one to wel come 
this gift that opens us to true joy, and to
put it to work.

At this be gin ning of the Easter sea son,
we all re sem ble new born chil dren who
need to grow up. If the word of God is the
“milk” of which we have such need, the
Eu cha rist is much more the pres ence of
the Risen One. It is in it that we must find
the Life of the risen which Je sus is giv ing
us. It is also in it that we find again the fer -
vor we need to live the mis sion Je sus is
en trust ing to us: “As the Fa ther has sent
me, so I send you” (Jn 20:21).

As with the ex am ple of Saint Thomas – 
who, af ter Pen te cost, would leave Je ru -
sa lem to go and evan ge lize Per sia, then
In dia and die a mar tyr – we are called
upon to pro claim, in our daily life, our faith
in the risen Christ with His glo ri ous
wounds, for faith is al ways a per sonal
meet ing, an ex pe ri ence that com mits the
per son to mak ing shine the light he has
gra tu itously re ceived.

Since this is Di vine Mercy Sunday, let
us ask Our Lady to give thanks with us
and for us to the Mer ci ful Heart of Je sus
for the great gift of faith and for the par don 
of our sins.

Fa ther Maurice Péloquin

The risen Christ




