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charism and this same fi del ity that
brought about the im pos si bil ity of the
meet ing that did not take place be tween 
Car di nal Ouellet and Ma rie-Paule. The
cir cum stances sur round ing that event
have been clearly stated more than
once. The con trib u tory doc u ment does
not re spect the re al ity of the whole of
the facts. It was a mat ter of Ma rie-
Paule’s obe di ence to a for mal and di -
rect or der from God. The let ter sent by
Ma rie-Paule not only clearly ex plained
the sit u a tion, but it even in vited the Car -
di nal to come to Spiri-Maria, re gard less
of what hap pened. (Cf. “The King dom”, no.
169, p. 3.) Does that not prove that the
door was al ways open? But, un for tu -
nately, the em pha sis has been placed,
by more than one per son, on “the can -
cel la tion by the found ress of a meet -
ing...”, whereas, on the con trary, it was
a case of a moral ob li ga tion of con -
science to obey a di vine or der! And
more over, it was in great pain that she
had to obey, as she her self says: “What
wrench ing I feel! An in tense suf fer ing...
I am very dis ap pointed, but I have no
choice” (id.). Could she dis miss with the
wave of her hand sev enty years of un -
con di tional obe di ence? But here, once
again, any one not ad mit ting the pos si -
bil ity or re al ity of our Found ress’ mys ti -
cal life is in ca pa ble of un der stand ing.

THE UNITY AND TRI UMPH 
OF THE IM MAC U LATE HEART OF MARY

To achieve unity is the dis tinc tive
fea ture of the mis sion of the Lady of All
Peo ples.

She her self said so at Am ster dam: “It 
is she who has re ceived the power to
gather her peo ples into one great sin gle 
Com mu nity” (51st ap pa ri tion).

That is why, within the Work, we pre -
serve the high hope that the tri umph of
the Im mac u late Heart of Mary – that
has al ready be gun with the pro mul ga -
tion of the dogma, Mary Co-
Redemptrix, Mediatrix and Ad vo cate,
here at Spiri-Maria last May 31 – will be
a turn ing point in the his tory of the
Church and that of hu man ity. As a mat -
ter of fact, as of now, Mary’s power has
been mul ti plied ten fold. Mary is now
ready to en chain the demon, to have
the True Spirit come down and to bring
peace into the world and among all
peo ples. 

“No, Sa tan has not yet been driven
out. And it is now that the Lady of All
Peo ples has re ceived power to come in
or der to drive out Sa tan. She co mes;
and it is to an nounce the Holy Spirit”
(51st ap pa ri tion).

“The Lady fo All Peo ples de sires that 
there be unity in the Holy Spirit, the
True. A false spirit, the spirit of Sa tan,
cov ers the world. When the dogma, the
last dogma of the Mar ian his tory, will
have been pro mul gated, then the Lady
of All Peo ples will give peace to the
world, true peace” (50th ap pa ri tion).

This vic tory of Mary, Lady of All Peo -
ples, will be vis i ble pub licly and more
and more so un til all the peo ples are fi -
nally united in unity and peace un der
the crook of the di vine Shep herd ess to

the greater glory of God and the sal va -
tion of hu man ity.

Yes, truly, in fol low ing the Lady of All
Peo ples, we, within the Work, are work -
ing for unity and peace, the true peace
to which God is call ing us. And we are
con fi dent that in fol low ing the path He is 
show ing us we will ar rive at that peace
such as He wished for us and for all
peo ples. 

If there are those who, af ter the ex -
am ple of Fa ther Fournier, wish to be -
lieve ste ril ity ex ists within the Work, we, 
on the con trary, be lieve that God is giv -
ing His grace in abun dance to the lit tle
ones that we are. It is, in re al ity, HIS
GRACE, and He can give it as He
wants... even with out ca non i cal sta tus!
Since it was He Him self who in di cated,
through the re cent de vel op ments about 
which we know, the path His Work was
to fol low, it would be sur pris ing – not to
say im pos si ble – that His all-pow er ful
grace should not be ac com pa ny ing us.
LET US NOT BE AFRAID; GOD AND THE
LADY ARE WITH US!

May the Lady of All Peo ples,
who once was Mary,

be our Co-Redemptrix, 
our Mediatrix and our Ad vo cate;

may she en chain Sa tan 
and his hench men;

may she quickly send the True Spirit,
and may the tri umph

 of her Im mac u late Heart be to tal!

Fa ther Eric Roy, O.FF.M.
Su pe rior Gen eral

In tro duc tion 

Life of Love and Ma rie-Paule’s other
writ ings con sti tute a unique work:
– It is a trea tise on the spir i tual life that

sur passes ev ery thing that has been
writ ten to date. Not only does the au -
thor ex pe ri ence and de scribe the
three ages of the spir i tual life men -
tioned by the mas ters of spir i tu al ity,
but also other stages that were hith -
erto un known, and she has us dis -
cover the three worlds of the To tal
Earth and the heart of the Fa ther’s
Heart.

– It is the bi og ra phy of the Co-
Redemptrix, the his tory of sal va tion
be ing writ ten once again in our time,
by means of a life of in cred i ble suf fer -
ings and of the words of God and Mary
Im mac u late that will be a source of
scan dal for those peo ple un able to ac -
cept the di vine plan.

– It is “hu man ity on trial”, as Fa ther
Philippe Roy1 used to say, through the
story of the Work which God of fered to
hu man ity to make it en ter into the
King dom of the Sev enth Day. “SOME
MIGHT THINK THAT YOU ARE LACK -
ING CHAR ITY, BUT YOU WILL SIM PLY
BE DE NOUNC ING EVIL,” Heaven told

Ma rie-Paule as it or dered her to speak 
out and write in or der to make a ma jor
cleanup and set straight the ways.
Pope Paul VI2 him self had ac knowl -

edged that the “smoke of Sa tan had en -
tered the Church”. “ ‘In this time which is
our time’,” Ma rie-Paule wrote, “it is the
Woman of the Apoc a lypse who, un der
the ti tle of the Lady of All Peo ples, is act -
ing through events to ac com plish what
she her self an nounced, af fix ing her seal 
as the great cleanup pro gresses.” (“The
King dom”, no. 160, March-April 2003, p. 22)

A nec es sary step be fore the es tab -
lish ment of the King dom on earth, for
“be fore en ter tain ing any hope that the
Churches will en ter into the Church,” our 
Found ress goes on to say, “the Cath o lic
Church will first of all have to be pu ri fied.
Mary will have to ap ply the broom thor -
oughly in or der to clean up within the
Church, and then, amid clean li ness and
beauty, we will be able to in vite our
broth ers and sis ters in Je sus Christ to

taste the sub lime joys that we have in
be long ing to the God of Love.” (Id., no.
74,  May-June 1990, p. 5)

How ever, the proph ets sent by God
are not gen er ally well re ceived:

“IT IS THOSE OF MY PRIEST HOOD
WHO WILL CRU CIFY YOU,” the Lord in di -
cated to Ma rie-Paule in 1958, when He
an nounced to her the pain ful mis sion
she would have. In 1972, He added: “MY 
PRIESTS ARE ALSO MY BISH OPS.” 

The bish ops would be the bit ter est
ad ver sar ies of the Work of God. One
bishop who re quested an o nym ity de -
nounced their at ti tude, say ing it was mo -
ti vated by a “re fusal of the Su per nat u -
ral”.

So it was that in fight ing against the
lit tle Army of Mary and its Found ress,
Ma rie-Paule, they would be fight ing
against God Him self and would be re -
spon si ble for great suf fer ing, if only be -
cause they will have pre vented good
from be ing done by means of this Work.
How ever, their ac tion has much weight -
ier con se quences and tragic re per cus -
sions for hu man ity.

And yet, it will be nec es sary, in or der
to have ac cess to the King dom, that
each one ac cept the plan of God man i -
fested in the per son of the Lady of All
Peo ples, Co-Redemptrix, Mediatrix and 

Fr. P. Roy Pope Paul VI R. Auclair
1 2 3
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Ad vo cate. She is the oblig a tory pas -
sage way to wards the King dom. At
Kerizinen, the Lord said, in ref er ence to
His Mother:

“She is not added to the Re demp tion.
She is in the Re demp tion it self. She is
es sen tial to the Re demp tion... I do not
want to be alone to dis trib ute my graces, 
but rather, to go through her who thus
be comes the chan nel through which all
graces pass. There fore, de vo tion to her
is not op tional; it is ab so lutely nec es -
sary. Un der stand her as be ing my di vine 
com ple ment: your Co-Redemptrix.”

Now, we know that Mary Im mac u late
chose Ma rie-Paule for the work of the
Co-Re demp tion, as the Lord in di cated
to this lat ter on May 4, 1958: 

“YOU KNOW, MY CHILD, THAT MY BE -
LOVED MOTHER LIVED ON EARTH AND
THAT SHE AS CENDED INTO HEAVEN
WITH OUT DY ING! I MUST TELL YOU, TO -
DAY, THAT SHE HAS BE COME IN CAR -
NATE, AND HER MA TER NAL RE GARD
HAS ALIGHTED UPON YOU. IT IS YOU,
MY CHILD, WHO SUF FER MY PAS SION
AND WHO, IN THE NAME OF MY BE -
LOVED MOTHER, WILL GIVE CHRIST
BACK TO THE WORLD.... AC CEPT, MY
CHILD, TO CON TINUE THE WORK OF MY
BE LOVED MOTHER.”

“Let it be done unto me ac cord ing to
your Word, oh my Love, but for mercy’s
sake, have pity on my pal tri ness!”

It was with those words that Ma rie-
Paule ac cepted this mis sion with out
know ing what Heaven held in store for
her and which would be re vealed to her
lit tle by lit tle. In his Pref ace to Life of
Love, Raoul Auclair3 wrote:

“These pro phetic im ages, pre sented
to the eye of the soul, are noth ing but
brief flashes ap pear ing here and there
in the deep night, that of the long road
she knows she must fol low. But never a
flash to dis pel the night. And so if des tiny 
is not more ap par ent than that to her
who is so largely pre des tined, still she is
given, in these signs, the as sur ance that 
the Lord is lead ing her, and that her des -
tiny, by rea son of her to tal self-aban don -
ment, lies in the hands of God. How ever
great this des tiny may be she will re al ize
it only at the end of the road. And that
road is the way of the cross.” (Vol. I,  p. 20)

Ma rie-Paule’s mis sion be ing closely
bound in with the re newal of the Church,
she would re ceive from this Church the
great est sup port as well as the most im -
por tant de ni als. At this time, it is ap pro -
pri ate to go back over all the de vel op -
ments in or der to set forth the truth about 
the Army of Mary and its Found ress, so
scorned, re jected, de rided – de vel op -
ments we will fol low through the pages
of Life of Love, of Vie d’Amour,
Appendice and of Ma rie-Paule’s other
writ ings. We hope you will for give us for
giv ing only a few ref er ences, in or der to
make the text eas ier to read; the ref er -
ences that have not been in di cated are
easy to find in the vol umes of Life of
Love by the date men tioned in the text.

The  Re jec tion of the One Sent

Af ter Ma rie-Paule had of fered her self 
to God as a vic tim for souls at the age of
12, Heaven formed her, hav ing in mind a 
unique role for the Church and the
world. The cross dog ged her foot steps,
while God and Mary in structed her in her 
heart. Thus, the Lord in formed her of
one as pect of the mis sion await ing her:

“BE GOOD, MY CHILD. ONE DAY YOU
WILL BE MY MES SEN GER TO THE RE LI -
GIOUS AU THOR I TIES. IF THEY HAVE
CON FI DENCE, GREAT EVILS WILL BE
AVERTED IN PAR TIC U LARLY TROU -
BLED TIMES.” (Life of Love, vol. I, chap. 7, p. 
55)

Some twenty years later, dur ing Holy
Week in 1958, Ma rie-Paule re ceived a
mes sage from Mary for Car di nal Paul-
Émile Léger,4 Arch bishop of Mon treal,
ask ing him to do var i ous things in fa vor
of Mar ian de vo tion. The Blessed Vir gin
ended her mes sage with this prom ise:

“The graces of Mary will man i fest
them selves most el o quently and will
prove it is she, our Sov er eign, who will
again give Christ to the world.”

How ever, Car di nal Léger did not ac -
cept this mes sage which Ma rie-Paule’s
spir i tual di rec tor, Fa ther J.-Armand
Veilleux,5 O.M.I,  de liv ered to him. Af ter
the meet ing, she “saw” at a dis tance the
Car di nal who was pac ing a cor ri dor and
who, re mem ber ing Fa ther Veilleux’s
visit, men tally sent Ma rie-Paule pack -
ing: “Poof! That woman!”

So Mary an nounced to Ma rie-Paule:
“BE CAUSE THE CAR DI NAL HAS NOT

WISHED TO COM PLY, PO LIT I CAL, CIVIL,
AND RE LI GIOUS SCAN DALS WILL
ERUPT. HEADS WILL FALL AND BLOOD
WILL FLOW.” (Id., chap. 51, pp. 320, 322)

A few weeks later these som ber
proph e cies be gan to be ful filled... and
the events fol lowed one an other over
the years, al ways most dra matic, for
most re li gious au thor i ties had re jected
the woman sent by God and Mary in our
time.

“The Army of Mary, yes; Ma rie-Paule, 
no!” That was the slo gan used by the
bish ops, from the very first years of the
Work’s ex is tence. Bishop Jean-Ma rie
Fortier,6 Bishop of Sherbrooke, added:
“Ma rie-Paule, Mar gue rite [from the Le -
gion of Lit tle Souls] and Ber na dette
Soubirous are illuminati.” And Bishop
Gilles Ouellet7 from Rimouski, for his
part, added to this slo gan: “She [Ma rie-
Paule] should get out of sight. Ber na -
dette Soubirous dis ap peared into a con -
vent.” And there are other bish ops who
spoke in the same vein. (Id., vol. X, chap.
9, p. 64)

So many priests and re li gious au thor -
i ties, in clud ing Bishop Jean Gratton8

and Bishop Léo Blais9 would pro claim
for all to hear that Ma rie-Paule was
“crazy”, a “re li gious crank”, schizo -
phrenic”. Of ten Ma rie-Paule “saw” and
“heard” at a dis tance the con ver sa tions
con cern ing her which took place at the 

Arch bishop’s Of fices where “her rep u ta -
tion was ripped to pieces and  some
sought to make jests while oth ers vol un -
tarily ig nored them.” (Cf. Vie d’Amour,
Appendice, vol. III, pp. 178, 196)

There are so many en e mies of the
Work in ec cle si as ti cal head quar ters
where some of them elab o rate plans to
de stroy the Army of Mary and dis credit
its Found ress. How ever, the Lord al -
ways thwarts those plans by in form ing
Ma rie-Paule of them and in di cat ing to
her how to ad vance.

Bishop Lionel Audet, “En emy
no. 1  of the Army of Mary”

In Jan u ary 1972, the Lord in di cated
to Ma rie-Paule:

“HIS EX CEL LENCY, BISHOP LIONEL
AUDET,10 WILL BE THE EN EMY NO. 1 OF
THE ARMY OF MARY.” (Life of Love, vol. 
VIII, chap. 75, p. 427)

Those words were re al ized, not only
in our own coun try, but all the way to the
Vat i can. Bishop Audet tried to hin der the 
Work in all kinds of ways, do ing so from
the time of the Mar ian Group, thus be -
fore the Army of Mary was founded on
Au gust 28, 1971. Shortly af ter it had
been founded, when Fa ther Vic tor went
to meet with him to in form him of the
Work, the Bishop asked him that “our
group dis ap pear”. He de clared to Fa -
thers Denis and Vic tor: “I can put the axe 
to the Army of Mary as I did to the Blue
Army.”

Here are a few ac tions taken by
Bishop Audet to “put the axe” to the Mar -
ian Work. (Cf. Vie d’Amour, Appendice, vol.
II, pp. 180-185.)

In Jan u ary 1972, he asked the Su pe -
rior of Fa thers Denis and Vic tor, Fa ther
Dominique Casera,11 O.S.CAM., to stop
these two young priests in their Mar ian
apostolate. But Fa ther Dominique who
had seen the spir i tual re newal of these
two Fa thers fol low ing their con tact with
the Army of Mary, re plied to the bishop:
“If you think they are act ing wrongly,
stop them your self, for I my self see no
rea son to do so.”

Sub se quently, Bishop Audet would
launch nu mer ous at tacks against the
Army of Mary and its Di rec tors, and
these cal um nies were taken up by:
– re li gious com mu ni ties of nuns who

claimed to be friends of this bishop
(“THE CAL UM NIES WILL COME FROM
MANY COM MU NI TIES,” the Lord had
spec i fied to Ma rie-Paule in 1970, one
year be fore the found ing of the Army
of Mary);

– reg u lar and sec u lar priests who said
that Bishop Audet was their ad vi sor
and their great friend. Hom i lies, con -
fer ences, re views, news pa pers con -
trib uted to that cam paign of vil i fi ca -
tion.
In 1974, Bishop Audet at tempted to

pre vent Car di nal Maurice Roy from ap -
prov ing the Army of Mary. Bishop Rob -
ert Lacroix,12 the moral ad vi sor ap -

Card. Léger Fr. J.-A. Veilleux Msgr. Fortier Msgr Ouellet Msgr. Gratton Msgr. L. Blais Msgr. L. Audet Fr. Casera Msgr. Lacroix
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pointed by the Car di nal for the Work,
said to Ma rie-Paule one day: “What Car -
di nal Roy does, Bishop Audet un does.”
He also told her: “Pro claim it ev ery -
where that the Bishop’s Of fice [Car di nal
Roy] is with you one hun dred per cent”,
since he is ap palled at hear ing all the
false ac cu sa tions be ing brought against 
the Work, par tic u larly by nuns who re -
peat and spread about that the Bishop’s
Of fice [Bishop Audet] is against the
Army of Mary. “If you only knew all Car -
di nal Roy suf fers be cause of Bishop
Audet!” Bishop Lacroix told Ma rie-Paule 
one day.

And Bishop Audet, who blocked the
ap proval by the Arch bishop’s Of fices of
the Man ual of the Army of Mary, di -
vulged its con tents to Fa ther Michel
Verret who then founded the “Broth ers
and Sis ters of the Lit tle Thérèse of the
Child Je sus”, a work which in ev ery
point drew its in spi ra tion from the pro -
gram of the Army of Mary and which
launched the re view Vi vre d’Amour. (A
sim i lar sit u a tion would oc cur when Ma -
rie-Paule founded the Fam ily of the
Sons and Daugh ters of Mary in 1981:
the pro gram would be passed on by
Bishop Audet to Sis ter Jeanne Bizier
who would found the Fam ily of Myriam
Beth le hem.) With re gard to the work
founded by Fa ther Verret, even if
Bishop Audet or dered that churches
open wide their doors to it, it strug gled
along and fi nally died out in 1985.

Doc u ments on the Army of Mary dis -
ap peared from Car di nal Roy’s of fice;
let ters ad dressed to the Car di nal by Ma -
rie-Paule or her priest col lab o ra tors did
not reach their des ti na tion..., while, on
the other hand, let ters from Bishop
Audet against the Army of Mary left the
Arch bishop’s Of fices for Rome.

LET TER SENT TO ROME
In 1975, Bishop Audet de clared to

some nuns, as the Army of Mary was
about to leave on pil grim age to Rome
and that Pope Paul VI had asked to see
the Di rec tors: “You’ll see, the Army of
Mary will not be re ceived by the Pope.”
And in fact, be fore leav ing on pil grim -
age, the Lord showed Ma rie-Paule a let -
ter leav ing the of fices of the Arch bishop
of Que bec and go ing to Rome that
would “BE HARM FUL AT THE LAST MO -
MENT”.

We should spec ify, to be gin with, that
mach i na tions sim i lar to the ones go ing
on at the Arch bishop’s Of fices in Que -
bec were tak ing place in Rome, when in
cer tain places it was be ing said: “When
Pope Paul VI says yes, Bishop Benelli13

says no.”
More than 300 pil grims of the Army of

Mary were to at tend the gen eral au di -
ence of May 28, 1975, in Saint Pe ter’s
Square, and the Work was to be men -
tioned, for it was rec om mended by Car -
di nal Roy14 and Bishop Jean-Pi erre van
Lierde15. The day be fore the au di ence,
Bishop Giovanni Benelli, Sub sti tute for
the Sec re tar iat of State, in ter vened with
the Re gent of the Pre fec ture for the Pon -

tif i cal House hold, Bishop Monduzzi,16

and with the Pre fect of the Pon tif i cal
House hold, Bishop Jacques Mar tin,17 in 
or der to de mand that the Army of Mary
not be men tioned and that ev ery thing
con cern ing it be re moved from the dos -
sier. Af ter much in sis tence, at 11:00
p.m. the pre vi ous eve ning, he ob tained
what he wanted from Bishop Monduzzi.

On the other hand, an un known per -
son stole the of fi cial doc u ment grant ing
the pil grims of the Army of Mary some
350 places for the pa pal au di ence. The
Army of Mary ob tained a copy of it from
Bishop Jacques Mar tin. At the time of
the au di ence, that ticket was pre sented
to the usher who di rected our pil grims to
the places re served for them, when sud -
denly two other ush ers ar rived, shout ing 
abuse at the first one and then an grily
say ing in French: 

“Get out, Ca na di ans!”
What a dis grace ful scene, at the very

heart of Chris tian ity!
As for Bishop Mar tin, out raged by the

in ter ven tions of Ca na dian bish ops, he
de clared to the Di rec tors of the Army of
Mary: “The prob lems come from the
Arch bishop’s Of fices in Que bec. The
Ca na dian bish ops must be united. That
is where the dif fi cul ties came from.”

And Bishop Mar tin re quested of
Bishop van Lierde: “Tell the Di rec tors of
the Army of Mary to get to the bot tom of
things. Such things have never be fore
been done here; it has be come in tol er a -
ble.”

AN OTHER FRIEND OF BISHOP AUDET
Fi nally, be ing the great friend of nu -

mer ous ad ver sar ies of the Work, Bishop 
Audet was also the friend of Fa ther
André Lessard,18 par ish priest at Saint
Pius X church in Que bec City, who
would be ap pointed Ec cle si as ti cal As -
sis tant of the Army of Mary by Arch -
bishop Vachon. Now, this par ish priest
never ac cepted the Army of Mary, al -
though he claimed to be happy to ben e -
fit, in his par ish, from its won der ful choir.

CAL UM NIES AND STEAL ING OF DOC U MENTS
If Car di nal Maurice Roy was sub -

jected to pres sure be cause of Ma rie-
Paule and the Army of Mary, in ces santly 
ca lum ni ated in his pres ence, he had the
merit of get ting to the bot tom of things
and of per son ally in ter ro gat ing the
Found ress and her prin ci pal col lab o ra -
tors. Ev ery time, he was sur prised by the 
an swers he was given with sup port ing
ev i dence, and he would bless Ma rie-
Paule at the end of the meet ing. Car di -
nal Roy’s suc ces sors did not pro ceed
with the same pru dence.

But what was hap pen ing at the Arch -
bishop’s Of fices? On June 21, 1973, the
Lord in di cated to Ma rie-Paule: “THE
QUAR TERS OF HIS EM I NENCE CAR DI -
NAL MAURICE ROY HAVE BEEN VIS ITED
DUR ING THE NIGHT, AND DOC U MENTS
WERE RE MOVED.” And this “steal ing of
doc u ments” per pe trated while Car di nal
Roy was in Rome, was not the only time
such an ac tion oc curred. In Jan u ary
1984, Arch bishop Vachon,19 Car di nal

Roy’s suc ces sor, re quested from Ma -
rie-Paule the Army of Mary’s fi nan cial
state ments, which had nev er the less
been ad dressed to the Arch bishop’s Of -
fices ev ery year for three years, and
sent to two dif fer ent ad dresses for the
last two years. (Cf. Vie d’Amour, Appen -
dice, vol. I, p. 181.)

NEWS OF THE MI LI TIA OF JE SUS CHRIST
On March 24, 1984, Ma rie-Paule re -

ceived a tele phone call from His Exc.
Mr. Em man uel Houdart de la Motte,20

the Mas ter Gen eral of the Mi li tia of Je -
sus Christ (a Work with which the Army
of Mary had been af fil i ated since 1977),
who in formed her that “the bish ops of
Que bec have writ ten to Rome, then to
the Arch bishop of Sens in France and
his epis co pal vicar, in or der to re proach
the Mi li tia of Je sus Christ of France, for
‘aid ing the Army of Mary of Can ada,
whose mys ti cally de luded found ress is
lead ing peo ple along to wards the King -
dom.’ ”

The Mas ter Gen eral re plied to his
Arch bishop: “First of all, it is not the Mi li -
tia of Je sus Christ of France that is sup -
port ing the Army of Mary of Can ada; it is
the Army of Mary in Can ada that is help -
ing the Mi li tia of Je sus Christ of France.”

Here is Ma rie-Paule’s thought, af ter
hav ing heard those re marks: “Better to
be a ‘mys ti cally de luded found ress’
lead ing peo ple to wards the King dom,
than to lead them to the devil...” (Id., p.
177)

Car di nal Louis-Albert Va chon,
Archbis hop of Que bec 

from 1981 to 1990

Car di nal Louis-Al bert Vachon held
his first meet ing with the rep re sen ta -
tives of the Army of Mary on March 30,
1984, in the ab sence of Ma rie-Paule.
On March 19, Fa ther André Lessard, on
the Arch bishop’s be half, called Brother
Hervé Lemay21 to con vene the re li gious
Di rec tors, but not Ma rie-Paule. The next 
day, Fa ther Lessard called Ma rie-Paule
to in vite her as well, for Arch bishop
Vachon was “afraid that she might think
they were work ing be hind her back”, but
our Found ress will ingly ac cepted the ini -
tial plan for that meet ing.

On No vem ber 6, 1984, at Car di nal
Vachon’s re quest, Ma rie-Paule would
go to meet him at the Pas to ral Of fices,
ac com pa nied by Fa thers Philippe and
Vic tor. All three were ques tioned by
Arch bishop Vachon and his aux il iary
bishop, Bishop Marc Leclerc,22 solely
on the Work’s fi nances and the lots it
owns. Be fore the re plies given, the two
prel ates were forced to ad mit many
times that the in for ma tion they had been 
given was “ru mors”, to use their ex pres -
sion.

A COM MIT TEE OF EN QUIRY
In the spring of 1984, Arch bishop

Vachon set up a com mit tee of en quiry
on the Army of Mary, with out the Work’s 

Card. Benelli Card. Roy Msgr. v. Lierde Msgr. Monduzzi Msgr. Mar tin Fr. A. Lessard Card. Vachon H. de la Motte Bro. H. Lemay
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Di rec tors be ing aware of it. They were
never ques tioned by this com mit tee
which re ceived the man date to study
“what was be ing said” about the
Work... How ever, through the daily Le
Soleil of Que bec City, they learned, in
April 1985, that the Army of Mary was
be ing “threat ened with sanc tions”, that
“its de vi a tions threaten it with in ter dic -
tion” (head lines in Le Soleil of April 21, 1985)
and that “Arch bishop Vachon con firms
that the Army of Mary is the sub ject of a
re port” (head line on April 26, 1985).

In De cem ber 1985, the Di rec tors of
the Army of Mary were sum moned to the 
Arch bishop’s Of fices  so that this re port
could be read to them, but the au thor i -
ties re fused to give them a copy. It con -
tained rec om men da tions which the
com mit tee was given the man date of
ap ply ing. At the end of the read ing of the
re port, Ma rie-Paule de clared: “If you
had in ter ro gated us only once be fore
writ ing your Re port, you would not have
been able, in all con science and hon -
esty, to write such a Re port based on so
many false ac cu sa tions, and draw rec -
om men da tions from these afore men -
tioned ac cu sa tions.”

THE SONS OF MARY
Arch bishop Vachon was ap pointed a

Car di nal on May 25, 1985. Warned
against the Sons of Mary, whom he re -
quested not to wear their re li gious habit,
he at tempted to pre vent them from at -
tain ing the priest hood. 

He wrote to the Con gre ga tion for Re -
li gious so that Fa ther Denis23 would be
pro hib ited from ac com pa ny ing to Rome
the Sons of Mary study ing at the Saint
Thomas Aqui nas Uni ver sity with a view
to be com ing priests, ex cept if he were to
re ceive Car di nal Vachon’s au tho ri za -
tion. So this Con gre ga tion sent a let ter
along those lines to Fa ther Denis’ Pro -
vin cial Su pe rior, Fa ther Jo seph
Bressanin in Ve ro na.

Car di nal Vachon’s avowed goal was
to de stroy the Army of Mary and the
Sons of Mary: “Ev ery thing must be de -
stroyed, and these fu ture priests [the
Sons of Mary] made to dis ap pear,” he
de clared in Sep tem ber 1985 to Fa ther
Denis’ lo cal Su pe rior, Fa ther Celeste
Guarise, to whom he re peated the in ter -
dic tion is sued by the Ro man Con gre ga -
tion to Fa ther Denis. He even de -
manded that Fa ther Celeste write a let -
ter to Fa ther Denis for bid ding him to go
to Rome. 

How ever, by means of Bishop Em ery
Kabongo,24 Pope John Paul II’s pri vate
sec re tary, the Pope was in formed of the
sit u a tion and he or dered that Fa ther
Denis go to Rome im me di ately to take
charge of the Com mu nity of the Sons of
Mary which would num ber twenty-nine
study ing that year at the Angelicum.

POPE JOHN PAUL II PERTURBED
On Au gust 20, 1985, as Ma rie-Paule

was work ing, she “saw” Pope John Paul
II in Rome, “quite perturbed af ter hav ing
read a doc u ment against the Army of
Mary which he had re ceived a few days
ear lier from the Arch bishop’s Of fices in
Que bec.” She re counted what she
“saw” to Fa ther Denis, add ing: “Note
well the fol low ing: when you re turn to
Rome, some one will in form you of what I 
have just told you, of the Pope’s per tur -
ba tion over a doc u ment against the
Army of Mary. Re mem ber this, for the
proof will be given you.”

Two days later, she “saw” in Rome
that a per son age was re as sur ing the
Pope with re gard to the Army of Mary,
and she so in formed Fa ther Denis, re -
peat ing that he would one day re ceive
the proof of this. On Jan u ary 16, 1986,
Fa ther Denis went to visit a Ro man au -
thor ity who con firmed, with out be ing
aware of it, what had been “shown” Ma -
rie-Paule.

“Last au tumn, on his re turn from Af -
rica [where he had gone from Au gust 8 to 19, 
1985], the Pope had on his desk a dos -
sier against the Army of Mary. At that
time, it per turbed him terribly. Then, he
spoke to me about it and we re al ized at
once that the ac cu sa tions were false.”

It was an Af ri can bishop who had
been liv ing in Can ada for a num ber of
years, Bishop Al bert Ndongmo,25 who
had been asked by Car di nal Vachon to
hand this dos sier to the Pope in Af rica.

OUR DO NA TIONS TO THE HOLY FA THER
From 1973 to 1995, dur ing its pil grim -

ages to Rome, the Army of Mary of fered
more than $500,000 to the Holy Fa ther
for his works. It hap pened that af ter hav -
ing made two do na tions of $100,000 (in
1983 and 1984), the Army of Mary did
not re ceive any ac knowl edgment of re -
ceipt. 

As we liked to pres ent these ac knowl -
edg ments of re ceipt to our mem bers by
means of the Work’s pa per, Fa ther
Denis, sev eral months af ter each one of
these do na tions had been made, men -
tioned this mat ter to the Sec re tar iat of
State. They were very sur prised at the
Sec re tar iat of State’s of fice, for the
usual let ter of thanks had been sent.
The first time, the sit u a tion was rem e -
died by a let ter sent di rectly from Rome.
The sec ond time, we never did re ceive
an ac knowl edgment of re ceipt. 

It should be spec i fied that “let ters
from the Sec re tar iat of State to lay peo -
ple go through the Nunciature or go di -
rectly to the Bishop’s Of fice” and it was
the Arch bishop’s Of fices in Que bec
which used to trans mit to the Army of
Mary the thanks re ceived ev ery year
from Rome; how ever, that was not done
for those two years.

MASS OF FER INGS RE FUSED
On March 10, 1986, Car di nal Vachon 

sent a let ter to Ma rie-Paule in which he
re turned to her Mass of fer ings of be -
tween $100 and $2,000 which had been
made by the Work to Pope John Paul II,
and which had been re fused by the Sec -
re tar iat of State. He in di cated:

“The Mass-of fer ing tar iffs must be set 
by the bish ops of the same ec cle si as ti -
cal prov ince and sub se quently be re -
spected by ev ery one. There fore, you
should re spect these tar iffs by mak ing a
very clear dis tinc tion be tween the sums
cov er ing of fer ings for the Masses re -
quested and the do na tions the Army of
Mary would like to make to the Holy Fa -
ther for his works.... I would sug gest to
you that you have the Masses cel e -
brated in Que bec, and I will be happy to
pass along to the Holy Fa ther, if you

judge this ap pro pri ate, the do na tions
from the mem bers of the Army of Mary.”

Ma rie-Paule was sur prised at this, for 
she had pro ceeded in the man ner rec -
om mended to her by Car di nal Roy and
which had al ready been ac cepted by
Car di nal Vachon. In Rome, Fa ther
Denis en quired, and think ing there must 
have been a mis un der stand ing, the
Work was asked to re turn the money or -
ders or bank drafts for ver i fi ca tion. A re li -
gious au thor ity men tioned this sit u a tion
to the Holy Fa ther who de clared:

“How can we re fuse these do na tions
when we even ac cept those made to us
by non-Cath o lics?” An en quiry was re -
quested.

But the strat a gem was re peated sev -
eral times and the Di rec tors learned that
two in di vid u als in the French sec tion of
the Sec re tar iat of State were re spon si -
ble for these mach i na tions, or car ried
out or ders re ceived from else where. So, 
at the Pope’s re quest, our do na tions
would be ad dressed to him di rectly by
means of the John Paul II Foun da tion in
Rome whose Ad min is tra tor was Bishop
Mi chael Jagosz.

In 1986, Ma rie-Paule none the less
sent do na tions and Mass of fer ings of -
fered to the Pope by gen er ous bene fac -
tors by the same means as she had pre -
vi ously. On De cem ber 18, 1986, Car di -
nal Vachon wrote to our Found ress in
or der to re turn Mass sti pends of $1,000
to her; as for the cheque of $10,000 “al -
lo cated to the John Paul II Foun da tion
for the Sahel” (a foun da tion which Ma -
rie-Paule had never heard spo ken of),
he spec i fied that it was “be ing held by
the Sec re tar iat of State”.

Be cause this had hap pened re peat -
edly, Ma rie-Paule asked that do nors
hence forth di rect their do na tions to
“other causes dear to them”.

Car di nal Vachon’s let ter was sent to
a Ro man au thor ity and on Sunday, Jan -
u ary 4, 1987, Ma rie-Paule “saw” Pope
John Paul II quite perturbed, for he had
just read that let ter.

CAR DI NAL VACHON’S DE CREE (May 4, 1987)
Long be fore Car di nal Vachon is sued

his de cree of May 4, 1987, re vok ing the
Army of Mary’s sta tus as a Pi ous As so -
ci a tion, this Arch bishop and other bish -
ops had given the or der to close the
churches to this Work. In Oc to ber, 1986, 
a bishop de clared to the mem bers of a
Parish Coun cil in Que bec: “The di o -
cese’s great est en emy is the Army of
Mary.”

So the de cree of May 4, 1987, sim ply
ren dered of fi cial the re jec tion by the
Church of Que bec, a re jec tion that
spread to other di o ceses in the prov ince
and in Can ada.

Let us now look at the main steps in
the pro cess fol lowed by Car di nal
Vachon in or der to is sue his de cree of
May 4, 1987.

a) Warn ings Against Marc Bosquart’s Books
On June 14, 1985, a first book by

Marc Bosquart26 was pub lished by the
Fam ily of the Sons and Daugh ters of

Msgr. Leclerc Fr. D. Laprise Msgr. Kabongo Msgr. Ndongmo M. Bosquart Fr. L. Mélançon
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Mary, De la Trinité Di vine à l’Im ma -
culée-Trinité [From the Di vine Trin ity to the
Trin ity of the Im mac u late]. A sec ond book,
Le Rédempteur et la Co-Rédemptrice
was pub lished on Au gust 28, 1986.

Fa ther Lionel Mélançon,27 a theo lo -
gian who had been the cen sor for twenty 
years for the Di o cese of Trois-Rivières,
had dis cussed the con tent of these
books at length with Marc be fore their
pub li ca tion. The ex pla na tions he had re -
ceived con vinced him that these writ -
ings could be a pre cious source of en -
light en ment for the Church and he him -
self pre sented them to cer tain re li gious
au thor i ties in Rome and to theo lo gians
from the Con gre ga tion for the Doc trine
of the Faith.

In 1986, Car di nal Vachon is sued two
warn ings against these two books by
Marc Bosquart: one on July 4 for the first
book and the other on No vem ber 15 for
the sec ond. In these warn ings, the Arch -
bishop stated that these books con -
tained se ri ous er rors, which, how ever,
were not in di cated to the au thor.

b) A First Ca non i cal Mo ni tion
Bas ing him self on the re port pre -

sented by the Com mit tee of En quiry re -
ceived in 1985, Car di nal Vachon sent a
first ca non i cal mo ni tion to Ma rie-Paule
on De cem ber 9, 1986, in which:
– He de manded that the Work stop its

pub lic de vo tion to the Lady of All Peo -
ples (the Work was al ready re strict ing
it self to pri vate de vo tion, con form ing
to the de mands of the Arch bishop’s
Of fices  in Que bec);

– He af firmed that the Army of Mary was
a pub lic as so ci a tion of the faith ful.
Thus, he pre sented ca non i cal pre -
scrip tions for this kind of as so ci a tion
(whose goods be long to the Church)
and de manded that the Work con form
to them. And yet, the Army of Mary is a
pri vate as so ci a tion of the faith ful, a
sta tus which was con firmed by canon -
ists con sulted in Rome. This dis tinc -
tion is very im por tant, for a pub lic as -
so ci a tion de pends on the com pe tent
ec cle si as ti cal au thor ity, but that is not
the case for a pri vate as so ci a tion
which, be sides, ad min is ters its own
goods.

– He quoted dif fer ent can ons which ei -
ther were not ap pli ca ble or were al -
ready re spected by the Work if they
ap plied to it.

– He re peated, as though they were or -
ders, sev eral rec om men da tions of the 
re port by the Com mit tee of En quiry
which were not ap pli ca ble.

– He spec i fied that this let ter was a first
ca non i cal mo ni tion and that if, by Jan -
u ary 10, 1987, the Di rec tors of the
Army of Mary had not sub mit ted to the
di rec tives it con tained, it would be his
duty,  “cer tainly a pain ful one, but one
de manded by the wel fare of the
Church, to carry on with the pro ce dure 
of ef fect ing the re vo ca tion of the de -
cree of es tab lish ment of the Army of
Mary”.
Ma rie-Paule re plied to him re spect -

fully. Af ter hav ing pre sented the facts to
him, she added:

“Your let ter men tions ‘a first ca non i -
cal admo ni tion’. Be fore God and Mary, I
am ask ing my self why a for mal ca non i -
cal ad mo ni tion has been ad dressed me.

“We want our con duct to be in ac cor -
dance with the di vine will. We live in
peace and in te rior joy, con tin u ing on our 
way in the foot steps of Christ the Re -
deemer.

“We want to re main al ways sub mis -
sive to your au thor ity as Arch bishop, as
well as to the other bish ops, al ways with
re spect for the au thor ity of the Sov er -
eign Pon tiff and in sub mis sion to the
teach ings of Vat i can II and to the teach -
ings of the Church and of the Pope glo ri -
ously reign ing.”

How ever, it was not the con sid er -
ations of this first ca non i cal mo ni tion
that pro vided Car di nal Vachon with the
mo tive jus ti fy ing his de cree.

c) Sum mons to the Arch bishop’s Of fices
(April 23, 1987)

On April 14, 1987, Car di nal Vachon
wrote to Ma rie-Paule to con vene the Di -
rec tors of the Army of Mary to the Arch -
bishop’s Of fices in Que bec on April 23,
1987. He in di cated the pur pose of the
meet ing: “to take un der con sid er ation
the [at tached] let ter of Car di nal Jo seph
Ratzinger,28 Pre fect of the Con gre ga -
tion for the Doc trine of the Faith, dated
Feb ru ary 27, 1987, and the ju rid i cal
con se quences of this let ter.”

This let ter from Car di nal Ratzinger
ad dressed to Car di nal Vachon con -
cern ed the two warn ings this lat ter had
is sued con cern ing Marc Bosquart’s two
books. Car di nal Ratzinger spec i fied: [This
Con gre ga tion] ap proves and con firms
these warn ings, leav ing you com pletely
free to take the mea sures you will deem
nec es sary, with out ex clud ing the pos si -
bil ity of sup press ing the As so ci a tion ‘ad
normam iuris’[ac cord ing to the law].”

Im me di ately upon re ceiv ing these
two let ters, the Di rec tors of the Army of
Mary, in ac cord with Marc Bosquart, is -
sued the or der to with draw from sale
these two in crim i nat ing books, the sub -
ject mat ter of which has never been
taught by the Work. How ever, Ma rie-
Paule would not be able to in form the di -
oc e san au thor ity of this, for, from the
very be gin ning of the meet ing of April
23, 1987, which lasted less than ten
min utes, the Arch bishop an nounced his 
de ci sion to “pro ceed with the re vo -
ca tion of the de cree es tab lish ing the
Army of Mary”. Fur ther more, the de -
cree would “con tain interdictions hav ing
to do with the ac tiv i ties of the Army of
Mary” if the Di rec tors of the Work re -
fused to sign the “Dec la ra tion he was
pre sent ing to them” (a dec la ra tion
which, in all con science, they could not
sign for it did not cor re spond to the
truth).

On May 4, 1987, Car di nal Vachon29

re voked the de cree whereby Car di nal
Maurice Roy30 had granted the Army of
Mary its sta tus of “Pi ous As so ci a tion”

and he pro hib ited that the Work’s cer e -
mo nies be held in the churches of the
Arch di o cese of Que bec, as well as the
spread ing of the de vo tion to the Lady of
All Peo ples.

In this whole pro cess lead ing to the
re vo ca tion of the ca non i cal sta tus of the
Army of Mary, the only thing Car di nal
Vachon could find as el e ments upon
which to base his de ci sion were two
books writ ten by a mem ber of the Army
of Mary, the sub ject mat ter of which was
not be ing taught by the Work and which
had been with drawn from sale as soon
as the opin ion of the Con gre ga tion for
the Doc trine of the Faith had been made
known. The Army of Mary did not have
the pos si bil ity of in form ing the re li gious
au thor ity that the mo tive upon which the
de cree was based no lon ger ex isted.  It
is not nec es sary to be very well versed
in Canon Law in or der to see the in jus -
tice in such a pro ce dure and to un der -
stand that Car di nal Vachon had de -
parted from the line of con duct set for
him by Car di nal Ratzinger, that is to say, 
to act “ad normam iuris”.

We can even ask our selves what the
rea son for so much in tran si gence to -
wards the Army of Mary was, when, in
the is sue of March 21, 1985, of the re -
view Église canadienne, the in for ma -
tional or gan of the Ca na dian epis co -
pate, an au thor de clared that the Holy
Spirit was “con spic u ously ab sent” from
Pope John Paul II’s ap os tolic ex hor ta -
tion on Rec on cil i a tion and Pen ance.

IN TER VEN TION WITH MU NIC I PAL AU THOR I TIES
The bat tle waged by Car di nal

Vachon against the Army of Mary did not 
re strict it self to the re li gious do main. On
May 27, 1987, he wrote to the au thor i -
ties of the Ur ban Com mu nity of Que bec
to in form them that, fol low ing his de cree
of May 4, 1987, the Army of Mary was no 
lon ger a pi ous as so ci a tion rec og nized
by the Cath o lic Church. He hoped by
this ac tion to have with drawn from the
Army of Mary the prop erty and busi ness
tax ex emp tion from which it could ben e -
fit as a non-profit re li gious in sti tu tion.

The Army of Mary’s le gal ad vi sor got
in touch with the Ur ban Com mu nity of
Que bec. He was granted a meet ing with
a city law yer who con firmed that the tax
ex emp tion from which the Army of Mary
ben e fit ed de pended solely on “the use
of the build ing for re li gious pur poses
and the re li gious goals enu mer ated in
the con stit u ent doc u ments of the civil
as so ci a tion that owns it”, and that this
ex emp tion had noth ing to do with the re -
la tion ship be tween the Army of Mary
and the lo cal bishop, or with the in ter -
ven tions this bishop might make with
the ur ban or mu nic i pal au thor i ties. 

For tu nately, this dos sier was set tled
quickly, in the re spect of the leg is la tion
in force.

His Ex cel lency, Most Rev er end Ma rio
Peressin,31 Arch bishop of L’Aquila in It -
aly and pro tec tor of the Com mu nity of
the Sons and Daugh ters of Mary since
Jan u ary 1, 1986, also in ter vened in fa -
vor of the Army of Mary in this dos sier.

A MASS IN SAINT PE TER’S IN ROME
Not con tent with pro hib it ing the Work

in his own di o cese, Car di nal Vachon at -
tempted to have it pro hib ited abroad as
well. He tried to have the Army of Mary’s
cer e mony to be held in the apse of Saint
Pe ter’s Ba sil ica in Rome on Sep tem ber
21, 1987, cancelled, a cer e mony for
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which the res er va tion had been made
six months ear lier. When Fa ther Denis
went to the sac risty of Saint Pe ter’s Ba -
sil ica on Sep tem ber 20, he was re -
ceived by the per son re spon si ble for the
sac risty who said to him: “You have n’t
the right to cel e brate Mass in Can ada,
so you no lon ger have the right to cel e -
brate it in Rome.”

When Fa ther Denis in formed Ma rie-
Paule of this de vel op ment, she re plied:
“Let us obey. Mary will help us.” She im -
me di ately “heard”: 

“YOU MUST GO TO SAINT PE TER’S
BA SIL ICA TO MOR ROW. YOU WILL HAVE
A PRO TEC TOR THERE. IF YOU DO NOT
GO, CAR DI NAL VACHON WILL USE THIS
FACT, SAY ING THAT YOU WERE RE -
JECTED EVEN AT THE VAT I CAN, AND HE
WILL SEEK TO DE STROY YOU FOR
EVER. GO, AND YOU WILL HAVE THERE
A PRO TEC TOR.”

The next day, our pil grims went to
Saint Pe ter’s. See ing Fa ther Denis ar -
rive, the per son in charge of the sac risty
re peated the same words he had said
the pre vi ous day. At the same time, a
prel ate ar rived, Mon si gnor Colino, the
di rec tor of the Ba sil ica’s choir. He lis -
tened and then in ter vened, say ing:
“This group has been com ing here for a
long time; I know these peo ple and we
have noth ing with which to re proach
them. I’m tak ing the re spon si bil ity of
look ing af ter this group.”

Our faith in Mary was re warded. Mon -
si gnor Colino led our pil grims up the
apse; he asked the Sons of Mary to go
up into the sanc tu ary and do the sing ing; 
he di rected the first hymn and he was
pres ent for the en tire cer e mony. – He
was the pro tec tor an nounced by Mary.

PIL GRIM AGE OF 1988
On July 22, 1988, Ma rie-Paule re -

ceived this in di ca tion from the Lord con -
cern ing the pil grim age which would be
held the fol low ing month in Aus tria and
It aly:

“AD VISE FA THER DENIS TO RE SER -
VE LESS KNOWN CHURCHES IN ROME,
BE CAUSE THE RE LI GIOUS AU THOR I -
TIES OF QUE BEC, KNOW ING WHERE
YOU HA BIT U ALLY GO, HAVE IN TER -
VENED WITH CAR DI NALS RATZINGER
AND PIRONIO. THEY WANT TO DE PRIVE
YOU OF THE POS SI BIL ITY OF GO ING TO
PRAY IN THE BA SIL I CAS IN ROME.”

On July 25, Fa ther Denis re ceived a
call from the Rec tor of Saint Mary Ma jor
Ba sil ica who re quired that, in or der to
hold our sched uled cer e mony there, we
ob tain a “nihil obstat” from Car di nal Va -
chon. The sched uled cer e mony would be
held in Our Lady of La Salette church.
The cer e mony set for the Ba sil ica of Saint
Paul Out side the Walls was con firmed,
for its Rec tor was sym pa thetic to us.

“THE QUE BEC BISH OPS ARE RE LENT LESS”
Car di nal Vachon and his con freres in

Que bec con tin ued to in ter vene with
sev eral Ro man Con gre ga tions against
the Work and the Sons of Mary. “The
Que bec bish ops are re lent less,” a Ro -
man au thor ity de clared to Fa ther Denis.

Con fir ma tions, Sup port...
In Rome: a Re course Re jec ted,
Encou ra ge ment from the Pope

Ma rie-Paule would not have only en -
e mies. Her mis sion would be con firmed
by au then tic mys tics and she would

have solid sup port, all the way to the
Vat i can.

Among so many con fir ma tions of her
mis sion men tioned in Life of Love, let us
note the ones re ceived dur ing her first
trip to Eu rope in 1973, and a mes sage
from the Vir gin Mary given to Don Gobbi
of Mi lan, the Founder of the Mar ian
Move ment of Priests.

FIRST TRIP TO EU ROPE, 1973
In 1973, Ma rie-Paule un der took her

first trip to Eu rope, ac com pa nied by Fa -
ther Philippe, Aunt Rose32 and her
mother, Mama Laura33.

“LET ME OR GA NIZE YOUR TRIP,”  the
Lord said, spec i fy ing: “THIS VOY AGE
WILL CON FIRM YOUR MIS SION.”

At Fatima, in Coimbra (at the Car mel
where Sis ter Lu cia, the seeress of Our
Lady of Fatima, lived), in Bel gium, in
France, her pas sage was per ceived as
the pas sage of Mary.

Fa ther Blanchard, the Gen eral of the
Le gion of Lit tle Souls in Bel gium, said to
Aunt Rose: “When I saw Ma rie-Paule, I
would have liked to have kept her for
my self alone, for I sensed in her the
pres ence of the Blessed Vir gin.”

At Banneux, Fa ther Maes, a
Redemptorist, said to our Found ress:
“Ma rie-Paule, when I see you, I have the 
im pres sion that you are the in car na tion
of the Vir gin Mary on earth.”

At Chèvremont, at the Lord’s re -
quest, Ma rie-Paule kissed on both
cheeks a Sis ter by the name of Sis ter
Theresia van Zonneveld34 from Hol -
land, say ing to her: “This kiss has some -
thing spe cial.” It was the kiss that made
of her a “Daugh ter of Mary”. “I know,” re -
plied the nun, “it is the kiss of the Vir gin
Mary.” And she would in di cate in a let ter
a few days later: “In our clois ter, there is
a statue of Mary. When I pass by that
statue and there is no one around, I kiss
my Mother ev ery time. One day, I said to 
her, ‘When will you give me a kiss in re -
turn?’ And there, through Prov i dence,
you gave me a kiss at Chèvremont. At
that mo ment, I was cer tain that you were 
Mary for me.”

In Rome, the group went to visit
Bishop Jean-Pi erre van Lierde, the
Pope’s Sac ris tan, who seemed quite
sym pa thetic and who took leave of them 
by say ing: “Carry on, carry on.”

At Châteauneuf-de-Galaure, she
met Marthe Robin, a per son with the
stig mata, who said of Ma rie-Paule: “She 
is all lost in Mary, all hid den in Mary.”
Marthe en cour aged her, tak ing up again 
Bishop van Lierde’s words: “Carry on,
carry on.”

“BLESS QUE BEC, MY CITY” (Mary to Don Gobbi)
Ma rie-Paule met Don Gobbi35 in

Rome in 1976. Sub se quently, they
would ex change a few let ters  and,
when she men tioned in the pa per Ma rie
that Don Gobbi would prob a bly visit
Que bec City, she was in formed by the
an gel Saint Mi chael of the un der handed 
ac tiv i ties of cer tain re li gious au thor i ties
to turn Don Gobbi away from the Army
of Mary and its Found ress.

In Que bec in May 1977, Don Gobbi
would bring with him a proof of this in ter -
fer ence: a let ter sent to him by the Ap os -
tolic Nun cio in Ot tawa, His Ex cel lency,
Most Rev er end Angelo Palmas36.

Ma rie-Paule re flected: “Whom
should we obey? The bish ops who con -
tra dict them selves, or the or ders from
On-High?” Here is what Don Gobbi rec -
om mended: “Whom must you please, if
not the Ma donna and her Son?”

Fa ther Philippe37 did much for the
Work founded by Don Gobbi to spread
the mes sages he re ceived from Mary. 
Dur ing his visit to Que bec City on May
18, Don Gobbi re ceived a new mes sage 
which con firmed God’s Work, a mes -
sage that was trans lated by Fa ther Vic -
tor38.

“I am here with you and I bless and
press to my Heart MA RIE-PAULE, that
daugh ter of my ma ter nal pre di lec tion
whom I my self have cho sen to bring
about the tri umph of my Im mac u late
Heart in the world.

“At the mo ment of its great est dark -
ness, I my self will give, through her,
many lights to my Church which I am
lead ing, as Mother, to wards its great est
splen dor....

“Bless, my son, my Army; it is the co -
hort willed by me and pre pared for the
great bat tle await ing you. Sa tan will be
able to do noth ing against it!

“Woe to the bish ops and priests who
will dare to op pose it; they will fall into
dark ness and be come vic tims of my ad -
ver sary!

“Bless again, with me, this city [Que -
bec], my city and your city, cho sen by
me as the dwell ing place where your
heav enly Mother is al ways pres ent.”

Don Gobbi was as ton ished at this last 
sen tence which dis turbed him. He won -
dered: “Why did the Vir gin ask me to
bless ‘HER CITY’? I have vis ited many
cit ies where the Mar ian Move ment of
Priests has been founded, and never
has she made a like re quest.” So he
asked Mary: “Why do you say, ‘MY CITY
AND YOUR CITY’?”

“BE CAUSE I LIVE THERE,” Mary re -
plied.

FIVE SPIR I TUAL DI REC TORS
In the course of her life, Ma rie-Paule

would have five spir i tual di rec tors (the
num ber “5” is of ten joined to her mis -
sion), two of whom would be at tached to
the Vat i can.

1. Fa ther J.-Armand Veilleux,39

O.M.I., who pro vided her with valu able
as sis tance be tween 1956 and 1965, ex -
cept for a pe riod of a year and a half. Un -
for tu nately, un der the in flu ence of
Bishop Lionel Audet whom he feared,
he would sub se quently launch false ac -
cu sa tions against Ma rie-Paule and the
Army of Mary. (Cf. Vie d’Amour, Appen -
dice, vol. II, pp. 40-43.)

2. Fa ther Ma rie-Michel Philipon,40

O.P., a Coun cil ex pert and the postulator 
of the cause for be at i fi ca tion of Conchita 
of Mex ico, whom Ma rie-Paule met sev -
eral times in 1967 and 1970. Af ter hav -

Sr. v. Zonneveld Don Gobbi Msgr. Palmas
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Fr. P. Roy Fr. V. Rizzi Fr. J.-A. Veilleux
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ing read the first vol umes of Life of Love
and hav ing af firmed that he found in
them no trace of “false mys ti cism”, he
en cour aged her to con tinue in hu mil ity.

3. Bishop Jean-Pi erre C. van
Lierde,41 the Pope’s Sac ris tan and the
Vicar Gen eral for Vat i can City. A wit -
ness of the ful fill ment of the di vine words 
ad dressed to Ma rie-Paule and of the in -
ter ven tions of Saint Mi chael the Arch an -
gel42 who was help ing her, he told her
just be fore leav ing af ter his visit to Que -
bec in 1976: “You, al ways fol low your
an gel.”

4. Saint Mi chael the Arch an gel: In
April 1978, Ma rie-Paule wrote: “God
gave me a DI REC TOR. For two years
now, it is the AN GEL who is guid ing ev -
ery thing. He is the one I must obey.” (Di -
rec tive of Bishop van Lierde)

5. Bishop Em ery Kabongo, Pope
John Paul II’s pri vate sec re tary. When
Car di nal Karol Wojtyla of Krakow was
cho sen to head the Church, he brought
with him his pri vate sec re tary, Bishop
Stanislas Dziwisz, as well as some Pol -
ish nuns serv ing him in his arch bish op -
ric. Dur ing a trip to Brazil at the be gin -
ning of his pon tif i cate, he met Bishop
Em ery Kabongo,43 from Zaire, who had
been work ing for the Vat i can since
1973, and he asked him to be come his
pri vate sec re tary (the Pope would have
two pri vate sec re tar ies).

BISHOP EM ERY KABONGO
In Rome, Fa ther Mélançon and Fa -

ther Denis44 met Bishop Kabongo
whom Heaven had joined to the Work.
On De cem ber 20, 1985, the Lord in di -
cated to Ma rie-Paule:

“YOU WILL ASK BISHOP KABONGO
TO BE YOUR SPIR I TUAL DI REC TOR.”
(Vie d’Amour, Appendice, vol. II, p. 129)

Dur ing a trip to Rome on March 2,
1986, at a meet ing with Bishop
Kabongo, Ma rie-Paule would make her
re quest, and he ac cepted af ter hav ing
ques tioned her on cer tain sub jects.

On that day, Ma rie-Paule ex posed to
him the suf fer ing caused her by the pub -
li ca tion of Marc Bosquart’s books and
her de sire to dis ap pear. Bishop
Kabongo re plied: 

“You must re main where you are.
You must n’t even think of dis ap pear ing.
The con tempt must also be ac cepted,
even for the hon ors re ceived. I’m read -
ing Life of Love. These books could con -
vert the en tire world, even the bish ops.”
(Id., p. 195)

On Feb ru ary 25, 1987, an other meet -
ing in Rome with Bishop Kabongo in the
pres ence of Fa ther Mélançon and Fa -
ther Denis. Bishop Kabongo de clared,
with re gard to the bat tle be ing waged
against the Army of Mary:

“I re peat to you what a bishop of
Rome one day told the founder of a
Com mu nity: ‘The more you are at tacked 
at home, the more it is a good sign for us
here in the Vat i can.’ Stay calm and char -
i ta ble in de fend ing the Works en trusted
to you; your peace is a fruit of the Holy
Spirit...”

At the end of the meet ing, Ma rie-
Paule asked him a del i cate ques tion, for 
it was a mat ter of “di rec tive coun sel ling
rel a tive to a func tion as an of fi cer of a
Work”:

“Given all the at tacks upon me,
what must I do? Is it pref er a ble not
to heed any lon ger the in te rior in di -
ca tions I ‘re ceive’?”
Bishop Kabongo’s re ply: 
“You must con tinue to act and
strictly fol low, with a clear con -
science, the in di ca tions you re ceive,
and strictly obey the or ders.
“More than that, if a bishop or a
car di nal tells you the con trary to
what you have re ceived, you must,
with a clear con science, fol low the
in di ca tions you re ceive.
“And if I my self give you di rec tives
which run con trary to what you re -
ceive, I ask that you, with a clear
con science, fol low care fully the in -
di ca tions you re ceive.
“Even if you ha ven’t the time to con -
sult me, I ask you to act, with a clear
con science.”
Ma rie-Paule thought to her self:
“So I am think ing that these di rec -
tives, so fraught with con se quences,
oblige the soul to be com pletely
aban doned to the di vine will, hav ing 
in mind that the light spring ing forth 
from an in te rior ex pe ri ence is al -
ways con firmed by prov i den tial
events. Such are the in dis pens able
bea cons which re as sure and pro tect
the soul on the dif fi cult path along
which God is lead ing it, with a view
to the re al iza tion of a plan of love.” 
(Id., vol. III, p. 66)

THE ARMY OF MARY’S RE COURSE IN ROME
When Car di nal Vachon is sued his

de cree of May 4, 1987, against the
Army of Mary, re li gious au thor i ties at
the Vat i can asked the Di rec tors to ap -
peal this de cree and in di cated to them
how to pro ceed.

a) The Pon tif i cal Coun cil for the La ity
The re course the Army of Mary pre -

sented to the Pope was re ferred by the
Sec re tar iat of State to the Pon tif i cal
Coun cil for the La ity. This lat ter handed
down its de ci sion on March 25, 1988, in
a doc u ment signed by Car di nal Edu ar -
do Pironio,45 Pres i dent, and Bishop
Paul J. Cordes, Vice-Pres i dent. Not
only did the Pon tif i cal Coun cil re ject the
Army of Mary’s re course, but it added a
new ac cu sa tion to the dos sier, one that
was com pletely false and upon which it
based its de ci sion:

“The anal y sis of the dos sier and of
the ques tions con cern ing the Army
of Mary which are at its or i gin, have
led to the con clu sion that the foun -
da tions and the doc trinal prin ci ples
upon which rest the stat utes, the
teach ings and the ac tiv i ties of the
Army of Mary are not in con for mity 
with the teach ings of the Church,

and that thus the goals of the Army
of Mary do not cor re spond to the
goals of the as so ci a tions of the faith -
ful pro vided for by the code of canon 
law (can. 298ss.).”
Now, the foun da tions of the Army of

Mary were men tioned by Car di nal Roy
in his de cree of 1975 es tab lish ing the
Army of Mary as a Pi ous As so ci a tion,
and they have never changed, any more 
than has the Army of Mary’s teach ing
which is based on the Church’s doc -
trine. Fur ther more, this new ac cu sa tion
was for mu lated against the Army of
Mary with out this lat ter be ing able to in -
form the Pon tif i cal Coun cil that this was
in ex act. On the other hand, be fore
hand ing down its de ci sion, the Pon tif i cal 
Coun cil en quired of Car di nal Vachon to
see if he up held his de cree against the
Army of Mary...  There you have the kind 
of en quiry that seems to have been
made.

b) Re course to the Su preme Tri bu nal
Once again it was the Ro man au thor -

i ties who asked the Army of Mary to
pres ent a re course to the Su preme Tri -
bu nal of the Ap os tolic Signatura against
the de ci sion of the Pon tif i cal Coun cil for
the La ity which had rat i fied Car di nal
Vachon’s de cree.

The re course was re jected on March
17, 1989 by this Tri bu nal’s Congressus
which ruled that “the re course should
not be ad mit ted for dis cus sion” be fore
the Ple nary of Judges be cause “it is
man i festly lack ing any foun da tion”.
Nev er the less, the Su preme Tri bu nal did 
im plic itly ac knowl edge that the Army of
Mary was well and truly a pri vate as so -
ci a tion of faith ful, an im por tant state -
ment for the Work.

In ac cor dance with Church law and
al ways ad vised by Ro man au thor i ties,
the Army of Mary pre sented an ap peal
to the Su preme Tri bu nal’s Ple nary
against the de cree of re jec tion by the
Congressus. On April 20, 1991, the Su -
preme Tri bu nal of the Ap os tolic
Signatura re jected the Army of Mary’s
ap peal and the “De fin i tive De cree” was
dated May 15, 1991.

On April 30, 1991, the Lord in di cated
to Ma rie-Paule: 

“COUNT TO DAY THE NUM BER OF
YEARS BE TWEEN THE DAY IN APRIL
WHEN I IN FORMED YOU OF YOUR PAIN -
FUL MIS SION, AND THE DAY IN APRIL
WHEN THIS MIS SION ENDED THROUGH
THE CHURCH’S VER DICT.”

It was given to our Found ress to im -
me di ately “un der stand” that it was a
mat ter of the 33 years of the Co-Re -
demp tion, as it was for the 33 years of
the Re demp tion.

Ma rie-Paule asked Sis ter Chantal46

to check on her com puter the ex act
num ber of days be tween April 28, 1958
(date when the Lord in formed her of her
mis sion) and April 20, 1991 (date of the
Church’s ver dict). Af ter a few min utes
Sis ter Chantal re plied: “12,045 days.”

To count the num ber of years, Ma rie-
Paule di vided this fig ure by 365 days,
and the re sult was 33 years to the day.
She con cluded: 

“So there it was! I could spend my life
in grat i tude and love to God. Could it be
any more pre cise?  Was not God plac -
ing His di vine seal once again on the
Work of the Co-Re demp tion which He
had fore told?”

Fr. Philipon Msgr. v. Lierde St. Mi chael Msgr. Kabongo Fr. D. Laprise Card. Pironio
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THE OPIN ION OF A LAW YER, MR. ROB ERT
POULAIN

On July 31, 1991, Mr. Rob ert
Poulain,47 a law yer in Paris, com -
mented the de ci sion by the Su preme
Tri bu nal to re ject the Army of Mary’s ap -
peal.

“These Judges, in spite of the lim it -
less in ves ti ga tive pos si bil i ties to which
they had ac cess, did not think it nec es -
sary to ver ify the pe remp tory af fir ma tion
of the first Judge [from the Pon tif i cal
Coun cil for the La ity] whose de ci sion
was be ing sub mit ted to them. Fur ther -
more, they could not find this out be -
cause they did not bother to ver ify the
fact, a sim ple fact, that all the mem bers
of the Army of Mary knew, a writ ten fact.
Arch bishop VACHON48 did not pro ceed
with the pre scribed en quiry, in ac cor -
dance with reg u la tions, to see
WHETHER OR NOT the Army of Mary’s
teach ing was un con form able with the
Church’s teach ing (con tent) and
WHETHER OR NOT the Army of Mary
was able, in this mat ter, to vin di cate its
right to have a full hear ing (form).

“Based on the prin ci ple, that in it self is 
dis put able and yet has been ar bi trarily
ren dered in dis put able by the Su preme
Judges, that Arch bishop VACHON’s as -
ser tions are ve ra cious – his as ser tion
seem ing to be suf fi cient –, the Army of
Mary quite ob vi ously could lodge an ap -
peal be fore all courts of ap peal. It was
le gally in the wrong be cause, in or der to
be right, it had to es tab lish and prove the  
in ac cu racy of the facts set forth by its ac -
cuser (who was at the same time its
Judge) who, be ing Mas ters of the Truth
in prin ci ple, dis pensed them selves from
ver i fy ing these facts, and this in spite of
the fact – and this is the last straw – that
the Army of Mary was pro vid ing ev i -
dence that con tra dicted an un proved
as ser tion....

“In the case that con cerns us, the
Army of Mary, be sides pro vid ing ev i -
dence for its de fense that con tra dicts
the charges brought against it, does not
have the right to cast doubt upon the ac -
cu sa tion of hav ing foun da tions and doc -
trinal prin ci ples... which are not in con -
for mity with the Church’s teach ings.
Fur ther more – and this is the last
straw –, it is not per mit ted to have its ar -
gu ments and ev i dence ex am ined. Here, 
it is no lon ger even a mat ter of wav ing
the bur den of proof – some thing in ad -
mis si ble in any court of law – but, what is
worse, of an ac cu sa tion based on ev i -
dence that may not be chal lenged with -
out be ing in con tempt of court. Thus, this 
al lows any de trac tor to claim, be sides,
that the ac cused com mit ted of fen sive
acts by dar ing to lodge an ap peal
against a de ci sion that was mer ited, of -
fend ing by that very fact the High Au -
thor ity that had ren dered judg ment.

“And that is not all, for, from the act of
dis missal, the de trac tors be lieve they
can con clude and pub licly de clare, in
de fi ance of the law, jus tice and truth,
that ‘THE ARMY OF MARY IS DE FIN I -
TIVELY CON DEMNED.’...

“In clos ing, it must be ac knowl edged,
and this must be an noy ing for its ac cus -
ers and de trac tors, that the Army of
Mary is not, as they dare claim, CON -
DEMNED, but that this de ci sion – ex cept
for com ments based on lies – is use less
to them, since the Army of Mary sim ply
saw its le gal ti tle of Pi ous As so ci a tion
with drawn, which does not pre vent it

from be ing ei ther pi ous or of be ing made 
up of Cath o lics faith ful to the CHURCH,
its vis i ble Head and its teach ing, un til
such time “as proof to the con trary is es -
tab lished”.
POPE JOHN PAUL II AND THE ARMY OF MARY

In spite of so many dif fi cul ties raised
by high re li gious au thor i ties against the
Army of Mary, more than one thou sand
pil grims from this Work bore wit ness to
their fi del ity to the Church by at tend ing
Pope John Paul II’s49 gen eral au di ence
on May 27, 1992, in Saint Pe ter’s
Square. The sec tion oc cu pied by our
pil grims was right next to the one re -
served for a large group from the United
States Ma rines.

The Pre fect for the Pon tif i cal House -
hold, Bishop Monduzzi, gave the or der
to the Vat i can me dia not to pho to graph
or film in any way the pil grims of the
Army of Mary. We were not ex pect ing to
re ceive any sort of at ten tion.

Af ter his allocution, as is the cus tom,
the Pope greeted in their own tongue a
few groups pres ent. That is when we
heard, in a mes sage given in Ital ian, the
Pope say in French the words “l’Armée
de Ma rie” (the Army of Mary), be fore
paus ing... There was com plete sur -
prise. Since the Pope said the word
“Army”, some thought he was speak ing
to the Amer i can Ma rines. But no, it was
well and truly to the lit tle Army so con -
temned, which had al ready been thrown 
out of Saint Pe ter’s Square (May 28,
1975), that the Pope was speak ing in
Ital ian, in def er ence to our bishop pro -
tec tors who are Ital ian, while none the -
less giv ing the Work’s name in French.
Here is the mes sage in Ital ian, fol lowed
by the trans la tion in Eng lish:

“Rivolgo, poi, il mio benvenuto al folto 
gruppo internazionale dell’ ‘Armée de
Ma rie’, che in questo mese di maggio
sta vivendo un intenso itinerario
attraverso alcuni Santuari mariani
italiani. Lasciatevi sempre educare
dalla Madre del Si gnore, pellegrina
della fede e della speranza; portate nei
vostri Paesi il tesoro spirituale, che
avete accumulato in questi giorni.”

“I now ad dress a word of wel come to
the large in ter na tional group of the
‘Army of Mary’, which in this month of
May, is fol low ing an in tense itin er ary in
vis it ing a num ber of Ital ian Mar ian
shrines. Let your selves al ways be
formed by the Mother of the Lord, the pil -
grim of faith and hope. Take back to
your coun tries the spir i tual trea sure you
have ac quired dur ing these days.”

Ex cep tion ally, two Ital ian film mak ers 
were with us giv ing cov er age to the pil -
grim age. One of them knew cer tain Vat -
i can au thor i ties, in clud ing a Car di nal
well known in Rome, and it was thanks
to this Car di nal that he ob tained a copy
of the video of the gen eral au di ence.
Thus, the mes sage ad dressed by the
Pope to the Army of Mary would be in -
cluded in the film “Vie d’Amour” that
would be made af ter the pil grim age, the
ir re fut able proof of the kind ness of the

high est Au thor ity in the Church to wards
a Work re jected in Can ada.

To this day, we still do not know who
the re li gious au thor ity was who, dis re -
gard ing the usual chan nels,  gave this
text to the Holy Fa ther just prior to the
gen eral au di ence, with out Bishop
Monduzzi, who was against us and who
con trolled ev ery thing, be ing aware of
this.

His Excel len cy Mau rice Cou ture,
Archbis hop of Que bec 

from 1990 to 2002

In the is sue of June 24, 1991 of Pas -
to rale-Québec, there ap peared a com -
mu ni qué from the Chan cel lor’s Of fice
an nounc ing the re jec tion of the ap peal
pre sented by the Army of Mary to the
Su preme Tri bu nal of the Ap os tolic
Signatura. In this com mu ni qué that was
not ag gres sive, it was in di cated that the
Arch bishop of Que bec, His Ex cel lency
Maurice Cou ture50 was in to tal agree -
ment with the de cree is sued by his pre -
de ces sor, Car di nal Vachon.

A “NOTE ON THE DOC TRINAL ER RORS...”
On March 31, 2000, the Ca na dian

Con fer ence of Cath o lic Bish ops (CCCB)
sent to the Ca na dian bish ops the let ter
which Car di nal Ratzinger, the Pre fect of
the Con gre ga tion for the Doc trine of the
Faith, had sent on Feb ru ary 29, 2000, to
the Pres i dent of the CCCB, Bishop Ger -
ald Wiesner,51 O.M.I., with re gard to the
Army of Mary. That let ter be gan with
these words:

“By your let ter of 20 De cem ber
1999, you ad dressed to this
Dicastery the ques tion of the Armée
de Ma rie, and in par tic u lar you re -
quested an in ter ven tion by the Con -
gre ga tion for the Doc trine of the
Faith con cern ing doc trinal points
that are held by Ma rie-Paul [sic]
Giguère and which are ir rec on cil -
able with the Cath o lic faith.”
There fol lowed af fir ma tions that were 

ab so lutely con trary to the truth (for ex -
am ple, that the Holy Fa ther would have
ap proved on Feb ru ary 6, 1987, the de ci -
sion taken by Car di nal Vachon to dis -
solve the Army of Mary!). To this let ter
was at tached Car di nal Vachon’s de cree 
of May 4, 1987, as well as a “Note on the
Doc trinal Er rors of Ma rie-Paul [sic]
Giguère” which was un signed. – The
spe cial is sue of May 13, 2000, of the pa -
per Le Royaume re plies to the false ac -
cu sa tions and com ments on this
strange “Note on the Doc trinal Er rors”
which was at tached to Car di nal
Ratzinger’s let ter, and which does not
seem to have been writ ten by Rome (as
we will see later).

A DIS CI PLIN ARY NO TICE (SPIRI-MARIA)
Arch bishop Maurice Cou ture never

met our Found ress. On April 12, 2000,
he wrote a first let ter to our Found ress to
send her the “Dis ci plin ary No tice re -
gard ing the set ting up of the Spiri Maria

Sr. Chantal B. R. Poulain Card. Vachon
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Res i dence at Lac-Etchemin”, in which
he de clared:

“I was bound by the duty of vig i -
lance in cum bent upon me as Arch -
bishop of Que bec... to is sue the pres -
ent No tice con cern ing the ‘Spiri
Maria Pro ject’ pro moted by the
Army of Mary.... Now, I have
learned from var i ous sources, in -
clud ing the pe ri od i cal Le Royaume,
that the Marialys In sti tute Inc. has
been con struct ing a build ing at Lac
Etchemin re ferred to as ‘a re treat
house’ which will con sist of ‘two
wings and a cha pel...’
“As a con se quence, it is my duty to
re mind those in charge of this pro -
ject, first of all, and all the men and
women who will as sume its op er a -
tion, that the per mis sion of the lo cal
Or di nary is re quired by Church law
for the es tab lish ment of a place of
wor ship, whether it be a church, an
or a tory or a pri vate cha pel....
“To this day, I have not re ceived on
the part of the di rec tors of the Army
of Mary any re quest for per mis sion
to es tab lish any place of wor ship
what so ever or to open any re treat
house what so ever. Thus, I find my -
self be fore a ‘fait ac com pli’ which I
must con demn through the pres ent
No tice. Not only was this cha pel
built in the most com plete dis re spect 
of the norms pro mul gated by Pope
John Paul II, but the li tur gi cal cel e -
bra tions which will be held there
will be pre sided over, most of ten, by
priests be long ing to a group which
does not have a rec og nized sta tus
within the Church. As a con se -
quence, I must ex press, by means of
the pres ent, my to tal dis agree ment
with your de ci sion to es tab lish this
place of wor ship, as well as with the
ac tiv i ties that will be held there.”
Ma rie-Paule re plied to Arch bishop

Cou ture on April 17, in di cat ing that she
sim ply obeyed the or der of God who
placed all the means at the Work’s dis -
posal. She added that “the pur pose of
Spiri-Maria is the sal va tion of souls”
which is in ac cor dance with the dic tates
of the last canon of the Code of Canon
Law which stip u lates that one must
never “lose sight of the sal va tion of
souls which must al ways be the su -
preme law in the Church” (canon 1752).

THE OR I GIN OF SPIRI-MARIA
On the mys ti cal level, the or i gin of

Spiri-Maria is an ex am ple of the man ner
in which God pro ceeds to guide the Mar -
ian Work, step by step, of ten pre par ing
long in ad vance the re al iza tion of His
plans. 

A few years prior to the year 2000, the 
Lord had “shown” to Ma rie-Paule,52 first
of all, a build ing lo cated on the lot cur -
rently oc cu pied by Spiri-Maria and
which, at the time, was va cant. Then, He 
showed her that Sis ters, Daugh ters of
Mary, would come to live there, among
them Sis ter Jeanne d’Arc Demers53.
Hav ing very well “seen” and “un der -
stood” the di vine plan, she spoke of this
qui etly to the Fa thers. 

A few months later, the Lord showed
her a sec ond build ing, not linked to the
first, where Fa ther Pi erre and some re li -
gious Sons of Mary would live.

Then, as it had been “in di cated” to
her that some Daugh ters of Mary would

go to live in the first build ing, she won -
dered what would hap pen to her. So the
Lord told her: “YOU TOO ARE GO ING
OVER THERE.” Our Found ress, at the
time, 77-78 years old, did not think of
hav ing to con struct build ings, and
where would the money come from?
But she “knew” that the Lord asks and
then that He looks af ter ev ery thing.
Steps had al ready been un der taken
with the mu nic i pal ity to ob tain the build -
ing per mits for one build ing and then for
a sec ond.

Later, Heaven showed Ma rie-Paule
that the two build ings would be linked by 
a cen tral part that would be used as a
cha pel..., whereas Ma rie-Paule thought 
that in each of the two build ings, a room
would be used as a cha pel for those re -
sid ing there, as is the case in the res i -
dences for the Sons and Daugh ters of
Mary. She never for a mo ment thought
that she should seek per mis sion of the
Arch bishop’s Of fices, given that
Heaven was guid ing ev ery thing.

The pro ject was slowly set in mo tion:
blue prints, for mal i ties and per mis sions
with the mu nic i pal ity of Lac-Etchemin.
Afer two years, the mayor of the mu nic i -
pal ity of Lac-Etchemin en quired of the
Di rec tors: “Are you go ing to build or
not?”

The fi nan cial as pect con cerned our
Found ress who has al ways had as a
prin ci ple to not in cur any debts, and she
at first thought of de lay ing the con struc -
tion of the cha pel in the cen ter, but the
Lord in di cated to her where to draw the
funds for it. (Cf. Le Royaume, no. 137, No -
vem ber-De cem ber 1999, p. 19.)

Af ter the con struc tion of the com plex
Spiri-Maria, Fa ther Pi erre would re mind
Mother Paul-Ma rie that she had men -
tioned to him, sev eral years pre vi ously,
that on this lot a build ing would be con -
structed one day that would sym bol ize
the Ma donna open ing her arms: two
wings at an an gle, lo cated on each side
of a cen tral part.

THE OPIN ION OF A THEO LO GIAN (SPIRI-
MARIA)

Our Found ress would also re ceive
the ad vice of a theo lo gian who asked to
re main anon y mous but who de clared:

“It must be af firmed that, ac cord ing to 
the norms es tab lished by Canon Law
for ‘pri vate’ as so ci a tions of faith ful, the
au tho ri za tion of the bishop was not in
any way re quired for the set ting up of
such a build ing.

“In fact, canon 298 §1 deals with as -
so ci a tions in which ‘Christ’s faith ful,
whether CLER ICS or LA ITY, or CLER ICS
AND LA ITY TO GETHER, strive with a
com mon ef fort to fos ter a more per fect
life, or to pro mote pub lic wor ship or
Chris tian teach ing. They may also de -
vote them selves to other works of the
apostolate, such as ini tia tives for
EVANGELIZATION, works of PI ETY or
CHAR ITY, and those that an i mate the
tem po ral or der with the Chris tian spirit.’

“Now, this last canon clearly in di -
cates that ‘pri vate’ as so ci a tions, among

which is the Army of Mary, made up of
‘cler ics and la ity to gether’ can pro mote
‘Chris tian teach ing’ or ex er cise other
works of the apostolate, namely, ‘INI TIA -
TIVES OF EVANGELIZATION’!... Does
not a ‘re treat house’ such as the one that 
was set up at the Army of Mary’s Res i -
dence Spiri-Maria cor re spond to the ‘ini -
tia tives of evangelization’ men tioned in
canon 298?...

“More over, do not ‘pri vate’ as so ci a -
tions of faith ful have the right to con -
struct the build ings which are re quired
for their apostolate, since ac cord ing to
canon 395 §1, ‘A pri vate as so ci a tion of
Christ’s faith ful is FREE TO AD MIN IS TER
any goods it pos sesses, ac cord ing to
the pro vi sions of the stat utes’? Con se -
quently, the goods of a ‘pri vate’ as so ci a -
tion are not ec cle si as ti cal goods and
there fore do not fall un der the con trol of
di oc e san au thor i ties!...

“[Canon 301 §1] in di cates that ec cle -
si as ti cal au tho ri za tion is re quired only
for ‘as so ci a tions of Christ’s faith ful
which in tend to im part Chris tian teach -
ing IN THE NAME OF THE CHURCH’.
Thus, that is not the sit u a tion of the Army 
of Mary which does not, in any way,
claim to teach in the name of the
Church!... (See canon 299.)

“So the CON CLU SION that must be
ar rived at is the fol low ing: the Army of
Mary ex ists le gally as a ‘pri vate’ as so ci -
a tion (canon 298 §1 and 215); it has ab so -
lutely ev ery right to ex er cise INI TIA -
TIVES OF EVANGELIZATION (canon 298
§1); it has the right to con struct the build -
ings re quired for the works of the
apostolate that it pro poses to en gage in,
given that it has the right to ad min is ter
the goods it pos sesses (canon 325
§1)!...” (“The King dom”, no. 158, No vem ber-
De cem ber 2002, p. 25)

RE PORT ON THE ARMY OF MARY
The re view of the Di o cese of Que bec, 

Pas to rale-Québec, pub lished in its is -
sue of May 15, 2000, three ar ti cles given 
over to the Army of Mary: a mes sage
from Arch bishop Cou ture on the sub ject
of the Army of Mary, his Dis ci plin ary No -
tice re gard ing Spiri-Maria, and the re -
port the Arch bishop had com mis sioned
on the Army of Mary (an other re port writ -
ten with out in ter ro gat ing the Di rec tors of 
the Work). With its spe cial is sue of May
31, 2000 (no. 141), the pa per Le
Royaume re-es tab lished the facts
which, once again, had been fal si fied by
those who do not want to hear what the
ac cused have to say.

“NOTE ON THE DOC TRINAL ER RORS...”
In the is sue of June 26, 2000, of Pas -

to rale-Québec, Arch bishop Cou ture
pub lished the “Note on the Doc trinal Er -
rors of Ma rie-Paule Giguère” which was
the doc u ment ad dressed to the CCCB
by Car di nal Ratzinger in Feb ru ary 2000, 
but the er rors in the French text had
been cor rected, and it had the ap proval
of Bishop Tarcisio Bertone,54 Sec re tary
of the Con gre ga tion for the Doc trine of
the Faith. This no tice was also printed in
the June 4 edi tion of the par ish bul le tins
in the di o cese, pre ceded by a mes sage
from Arch bishop Cou ture.

The spe cial is sue of July 1, 2000, of
the pa per Le Royaume com mented on
this no tice which, ac cord ing to the pre -
sen ta tion of it by Arch bishop Cou ture:
– “goes back a few years” (and yet the

Army of Mary had never been in -
formed of this doc u ment);

Ma rie-Paule Sr. J. Demers Msgr. Bertone
52 53 54
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– these “doc trinal er rors... do not seem
to have been for mally chal lenged” by
their au thors (it is dif fi cult to re spond to 
a doc u ment one is un aware of!)
In his press con fer ence of May 23,

2000, on the sub ject of the Army of
Mary, Arch bishop Cou ture pro vided
more spe cific de tails re gard ing this Doc -
trinal No tice. It “served some what as the 
doc trinal ba sis for the with drawal of the
rec og ni tion of the Army of Mary by
Rome, at the re quest, more over, of my
pre de ces sor, Car di nal Vachon”.

So many im plau si ble state ments in
that dec la ra tion!

1. We know that in De cem ber 1986,
the Con gre ga tion for the Doc trine of the
Faith had not yet stud ied Life of Love. In
fact, ac com pa nied by Fa ther Mélançon
and Fa ther Denis, Ma rie-Paule had
gone to meet some of the mem bers of
this Con gre ga tion who had stated they
had not read Life of Love and who had
spec i fied that it would take some ten
years be fore Rome would make any
pro nounce ment on such sub jects;
there fore, it is quite un likely that in 1987,
this note could have been writ ten by this
Ro man Con gre ga tion.

2.  Rome is not the one that with drew
the ca non i cal rec og ni tion granted the
Army of Mary by Car di nal Roy, but Car -
di nal Vachon.

It would re ally seem that we have be -
fore us an ex am ple of what the Vir gin
Mary had an nounced in her mes sages
at Akita in Ja pan, on Oc to ber 13, 1973:
“Car di nals will be seen op pos ing other
car di nals and bish ops rang ing them -
selves against other bish ops.” And we
could add: even rang ing them selves
against the Pope.

For Pope John Paul II55 sup ported
the Army of Mary, even af ter Car di nal
Vachon’s de cree of May 4, 1987, as we
saw on May 27, 1992, in Saint Pe ter’s
Square in Rome. And it was not be -
cause he was not aware of the sit u a tion.

DOC TRINAL NOTE OF THE CCCB (Au gust 15, 2001)
The “Doc trinal Note of the Cath o lic

Bish ops of Can ada on the Army of
Mary”, dated June 29, 2001, be gan to
cir cu late at the end of June in cer tain mi -
lieus and was made pub lic by means of
Internet on Au gust 15, 2001, af ter hav -
ing re ceived the recognitio [ap proval] of
the Con gre ga tion for the Doc trine of the
Faith, the pre ced ing Au gust 10. This
recognitio was re quired be cause two
Ca na dian bish ops, con trary to their con -
freres, did not want to rat ify this Note.

These two bish ops were Bishop
Eugène P. LaRocque,56 Bishop of Al ex -
an dria-Cornwall in On tario, and Bishop
Colin Camp bell,57 Bishop of Antigonish
in Nova Sco tia. Two bish ops who or -
dained Sons of Mary, a Com mu nity
formed from within the Army of Mary,
which they knew well, for they wel -
comed it in their di o cese. There fore,
they were in a po si tion to ap pre ci ate the
won der ful min is try ac com plished by the
Sons of Mary amid their di oc e san faith -
ful.

The Doc trinal Note of the CCCB,
which was writ ten with out its au thors
hav ing met the Di rec tors of the Army of
Mary, takes up again cer tain false state -
ments of the pre ced ing re ports on this
Work. Here are ex cerpts from this Note: 

“To this day, the lead ers of the Army 
of Mary have not heeded the nu mer -
ous in ter ven tions of the Arch bishop
of Que bec and have con tin ued their
ac tiv i ties, in clud ing the un law ful es -
tab lish ment of a cha pel and re treat
house at Lac-Etchemin. They have
done so with out re gard for the le git -
i mate au thor ity of the lo cal Or di -
nary to safe guard the ecclesial com -
mu nion which is fun da men tal to the 
Cath o lic Church, and in vi o la tion of 
the norms of the Code of Canon
Law.
“The Army of Mary’s on-gong ac -
tiv i ties and teach ings pose dan gers
for the Cath o lic Church in Can ada
and to the faith of its mem bers. In
view of this and the con tin u ing
threat to the in teg rity and unity of
the Cath o lic faith, the Bish ops of
Can ada de clare, and hereby in form
all the Cath o lic faith ful, that the
Army of Mary, re gard less of its
claims to the con trary, is not a Cath -
o lic as so ci a tion. Some of the teach -
ing it prop a gates about re demp tion,
the Vir gin Mary and ‘re in car na tion’
are pro foundly at vari ance with the
teach ing and pro fes sion of the faith
of the Cath o lic Church. Be cause this 
con sti tutes for the faith ful a dan ger
to the faith, we, the Bish ops of Can -
ada, hereby ex hort 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 -
volve 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.”
And yet, dur ing his press con fer ence

of May 23, 2000, Arch bishop Maurice
Cou ture de clared: “When one looks at
the fun da men tal prin ci ples of the Army
of Mary, it is very Cath o lic: de vo tion to
the Holy Fa ther, de vo tion to the Eu cha -
rist and a Mar ian de vo tion. There is
noth ing more Cath o lic than that...” And
he added that what was “un ac cept able”
was “the way of pro mot ing Mar ian de vo -
tion”, es pe cially when it came to the
writ ings deal ing with the per son of the
Found ress.

With the per son of Ma rie-Paule, the
Church is con fronted with an in ter ven -
tion by God that is some thing to tally
new. It was through words from Heaven
that Ma rie-Paule’s role and mis sion
were pre sented; she is not the one who
at trib uted any thing what so ever to her -
self, for she in ces santly de clares that
she is sim ply a “zero”, a “noth ing”
through which Mary passes. And the
words from Heaven, the au then tic ity of
which has con stantly be en con firmed,

can not go against the teach ing of the
Church which is con tin u ously evolv ing.

Then, the Doc trinal Note pre sented
the Church’s teach ing on:

– PRI VATE REV E LA TIONS: “The
pre sumed pri vate rev e la tions, upon
which mem bers of  the Army of
Mary stake their claim, do not
merely urge Cath o lics to fol low the
Gos pel more faith fully; they in clude
spu ri ous new doc trines that are
with out foun da tion in Scrip ture or
Tra di tion.”
And yet, the mys tery of the Im mac u -

late as it is re vealed in the Bi ble (in Gen -
e sis and the Apoc a lypse in par tic u lar),
and as cer tain proph ets, such as Saint
Louis Ma rie Grignion de Montfort,58

have ac knowl edged it, has not yet been
ex plained or clar i fied by the Church. It
was nec es sary that the Im mac u late in -
ter vene in his tory in a new role, and
Marc Bosquart,59 with out hav ing de -
sired this, re ceived spe cial lights in or -
der to raise a cor ner of the veil cov er ing
this mys tery.

At the Last Sup per, Je sus said to His
Apos tles: “I have much more to tell you,
but you can not bear it now. When he
co mes how ever, be ing the Spirit of
truth, he will guide you to all truth.... In
do ing this he will give glory to me, be -
cause he will have re ceived from me
what he will an nounce to you.” (Jn 16:12-
14) Thus, Je sus was an nounc ing new
lights which, for some, might seem to be
“spu ri ous new doc trines”.

– “MARY’S ROLE in the His tory of
Sal va tion”: The Doc trinal Note
states that the Army of Mary’s Mar -
ian de vo tion “con tains many el e -
ments that are pa tently con trary to
the teach ing of the Church, es pe -
cially with re gards to Mary’s place
in God’s plan of re demp tion and her
non-re peat able, ir re place able role in 
sal va tion his tory.... It [the Army of
Mary] would have its fol low ers be -
lieve, for ex am ple, that their ‘Im -
mac u late’ is co-eter nal with the Tri -
une God, and that al though she was
once the his tor i cal mother of Je sus,
she is now ‘re in car nated’ and
‘dwells’ in the very per son of the re -
cip i ent of these pre sumed pri vate
rev e la tions. It was be cause of such
spu ri ous at tempts to add to the fun -
da men tal de posit of faith, and other
such as ser tions, that the Army of
Mary for feited its claim to be a duly
rec og nized Cath o lic as so ci a tion.”
– “THE ROLE OF ECCLESIAL AU -
THOR ITY”: The Doc trinal Note
states: “The Army of Mary has pub -
licly de fied epis co pal au thor ity, and
its de fi ance has not been con fined to
the lo cal Church. Prior to the de ci -
sion to re voke the Army of Mary’s
ca non i cal sta tus, the Con gre ga tion
for the Doc trine of the Faith had al -
ready ex am ined the ex ten sive writ -
ten re cord of the pre sumed pri vate
rev e la tions and had found them, in
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many in stances, to be con trary to
Cath o lic teach ing. Con test ing the
ca non i cal le gal ity of Car di nal
Vachon’s de cree re vok ing its sta tus,
as was its right, the Army of Mary
lodged an ad min is tra tive re course
against his decesion. It ap pealed its
case to the su preme tri bu nal of the
Church in Rome, the Ap os tolic
Signatura...”
The Army of Mary was fought against

from the very mo ment it was founded,
and not be cause of the Found ress’ role
in the mys tery of the Co-Re demp tion,
an idea that was de vel oped in the 1980s
by Marc Bosquart in writ ings that formed 
the ba sis for the with drawal of the ca -
non i cal sta tus of Pi ous As so ci a tion
granted the Army of Mary by Car di nal
Roy.

Was it right to use the writ ings of a
mem ber of the Army of Mary to dis qual -
ify it, when it had with drawn Marc
Bosquart’s books from sale as soon as it 
be came aware of Car di nal Ratzinger’s
let ter ap prov ing the warn ings is sued by
Car di nal Vachon re gard ing these
books?

Would it not have been pru dent to
study these writ ings be fore judg ing
them to be “spu ri ous”? That is what Fa -
ther Lionel Mélançon60 was hon est
enough to do,  he who was also read ing
all the vol umes and the Work’s pa pers,
and who then wrote a lit tle book let, Life
of Love, I Read, I Be lieved! 61

In fact, the let ter Car di nal Ratzinger
ad dressed to Car di nal Vachon on Feb -
ru ary 27, 1987, re veals that the Con gre -
ga tion for the Doc trine of the Faith re -
stricted it self to ap prov ing the two warn -
ings is sued by Car di nal Vachon against
two books by Marc Bosquart. That is
what Car di nal Ratzinger him self ac -
knowl edged when he met the Army of
Mary’s le gal ad vi sor in Rome on April
28, 1987, de clar ing to him that the let ter
he had writ ten to Car di nal Vachon did
not in it self con sti tute “a de ci sion
against the Army of Mary” and did not
im ply “an au to matic re vo ca tion” of the
de cree whereby Car di nal Roy had es -
tab lished the Army of Mary as a Pi ous
As so ci a tion. And Car di nal Ratzinger
added that this Work was to be treated
“in all jus tice”, “ad normam iuris” (ac -
cord ing to the law).

How can one re proach the Army of
Mary for hav ing pre sented an ap peal to
the Su preme Tri bu nal in Rome, when
Ro man au thor i ties re quested it pres ent
this ap peal, in di cat ing how it should pro -
ceed? – Let us con tinue read ing the
Doc trinal Note.

“Af ter due pro cess and pro longed
pro ce dures, this su preme tri bu nal is -
sued a de fin i tive de ci sion by de cree
on 20 April 1991. With this de ci -
sion, the Arch bishop was vin di cated 
in his de ci sion to re voke the Army of
Mary’s ca non i cal sta tus...”
In fact, the Su preme Tri bu nal sim ply

rat i fied the de ci sion taken by the
Congressus to re ject the Army of Mary’s 
ap peal, re fus ing to ac cept the re course
for dis cus sion. This de cree of the Su -
preme Tri bu nal nev er the less showed
that Heaven is guid ing this Work, and
con firmed the au then tic ity of Ma rie-
Paule’s co-re demp tive mis sion, sealed
by the num ber 33 (see above). Let us
con tinue with our read ing of the Note:

“The en su ing con se quence [was]
that Cath o lics were to re frain from
be long ing to this par tic u lar group.
Sadly, many still con tinue to do so in 
de fi ance of ecclesial au thor ity. In the 
eyes of the Cath o lic faith ful, this can 
only be di vi sive and un der mine the
teach ing and uni fy ing role of epis co -
pal au thor ity. 
The Su preme Tri bu nal’s de ci sion

was not in any way a con dem na tion of
the Army of Mary which  ex isted long be -
fore Car di nal Roy granted it the sta tus of 
a Pi ous As so ci a tion. It con tin ued its ac -
tiv i ties le git i mately, in ac cor dance with
Church law which rec og nizes that the
faith ful have the right of as so ci a tion.

In the Army of Mary, we have seen
what the “uni fy ing role of epis co pal au -
thor ity” is; we have wit nessed, rather,
that, in the Church, bish ops are ris ing
against other bish ops and even against
the Pope, that some bish ops are re lent -
lessly at tack ing fer vent Cath o lics who
are only try ing to re spect the Gos pel
prin ci ples and to de fend a Work of God,
and that these bish ops pre fer to fight
against good rather than against the evil 
that is spread ing ev ery where.

CON CLU SION OF THE DOC TRINAL NOTE

“It should be ob vi ous that a group
can no lon ger rep re sent it self as
truly Cath o lic when its lead ers teach 
a doc trine that is con trary to that of
the Cath o lic Church, es pe cially on
points as fun da men tal as those enu -
mer ated above. The Bish ops of
Can ada thus in vite pas tors and
faith ful alike to a se ri ous spir i tual
dis cern ment and to pre serve in tact
their Cath o lic faith. We urge all
Cath o lics to rec og nize the er rors of
doc trine in her ent in the teach ings of
the Army of Mary, to be mind ful of
the harm and di vi sive con se quences
its lead ers are hav ing in the Church
of Can ada and else where, and to
pre serve the pu rity of their Cath o lic
faith. With pas to ral char ity, we re -
mind all Cath o lics in Can ada to
make the re vealed Word of God and
the teach ings of the Church the ba sis 
for their life of faith and the cen tral
fo cus of their Chris tian spir i tu al -
ity.”
The Di rec tors of the Army of Mary do

not teach any other doc trine than that of
the Church. Ma rie-Paule was not de vel -
op ing a new doc trine, but rather, ex e -
cut ing or ders “re ceived” from On-High.

As for Marc Bosquart, his writ ings,
ob vi ously, brought new lights, which is
al ways the case when the ol ogy puts
forth new ad vances and, by this very
fact, arouses tur bu lent de bates within
the Church. The el e ments which, in this
Note, are con sid ered to be doc trines
con trary to the teach ing of the Church,
could very well be, to mor row, ac knowl -
edged as a truth of faith.

As for the di vi sion caused by “the
lead ers of the Army of Mary”, these
lead ers are signs of con tra dic tion, as

Je sus was and as are all those who
must con front the spirit of the world in or -
der to be faith ful to the spirit of the Gos -
pel. 

As we can see in the CCCB’s Doc -
trinal Note, the facts con tinue to be fal si -
fied so that the au thor ity can jus tify its
mach i na tions and its de crees. But, how
could this Note have been a re flec tion of
re al ity when its au thors only sought the
truth on the side of the ac cus ers of the
Army of Mary with out its Di rec tors ever
be ing al lowed to speak up? And that
goes against the Code of Canon Law
and or di nary jus tice.  As for Ma rie-
Paule, she wrote in Le Royaume:

“Will the alarm ing dos sier of the Doc -
trinal Note of the Ca na dian Con fer ence
of Cath o lic Bish ops, pre sent ing a tis sue
of er rors, false af fir ma tions, with out
proof, in con tempt of the truth and of his -
toric re al ity, will it be the cri te rion of cred -
i bil ity in this kind of Church? Two bish -
ops did not sign that Doc trinal Note, for
THEY alone are fa mil iar with the places
where the Army of Mary is and know it
di rec tors. The oth ers based them selves
on the Of fices of the Arch bishop of Que -
bec, the source of the cur rent dif fi cul -
ties, and gave no hear ing to the wit -
nesses. These two bish ops, Their Ex -
cel len cies LaRocque and Camp bell,
know that truth and jus tice do not ‘per -
fume’ the ac cu sa tions against us set
forth in the Doc trinal Note, even if the
Con gre ga tion for the Doc trine of the
Faith judged it to be ac cept able.

“In the face of so many in jus tices will
we be ‘reeds sway ing in the desert
wind’? Does the God of Truth de sire that 
we main tain in ex is tence the mask cov -
er ing what re mains of spir i tual life on
earth? Are we re ally go ing to con sent to
com pro mise with the lie, with in jus tice,
with cal umny, and for get the hid den per -
fumes of the Gos pel by not de fend ing
our Mother’s Work for Our Time, which
is the Voice of Truth, of Mercy and of
Love? Did Je sus side in with the San -
hed rin at the end of His life? NO. He set
us the ex am ple by dy ing in the de fence
of His Fa ther’s Work.

“The ar mies con front one an other.
On one side the force of des potic power; 
on the other, the force of the lit tle ones
who have learned the lan guage of the
heav ens.” (“The King dom”, no. 152, No -
vem ber-De cem ber 2001, pp. 10-11)

Car di nal Marc Ouel let,
Archbis hop of Que bec 

Since 2002

The ac ces sion of Car di nal Ouellet62

to the archepiscopal see of Que bec
marked a mo ment of great hope for the
Work; here was a bishop, a close col lab -
o ra tor of Pope John Paul II, Mar ian and
open to the  mys ti cal life... Would the
Work find an at ten tive ear, as in the time
of Car di nal Maurice Roy?

In Le Royaume, a place of honor was
re served to our new Arch bishop, ap -
pointed a Car di nal in Oc to ber 2003.

A MEET ING?
The Lord in di cated some thing to Ma -

rie-Paule with re gard to Car di nal Ouellet 
and his ac tion in the Work, and she
wanted to meet with him to trans mit to
him the Lord’s mes sage. In 2003, dur ing 
one of the first vis its of Arch bishop
Terrence Prendergast,63 the new Pon -

Card. Ouellet Msgr. Prendergast
62 63 64



“THE KING DOM”, No. 186, July-August 2007     19

tif i cal Com mis sioner for the Sons of
Mary, our Found ress men tioned to him
her de sire to meet with Car di nal Ouellet, 
but she saw that this re quest an noyed
the Pon tif i cal Com mis sioner who re -
plied: “I am be ing frus trated, but I can
han dle it.”

She re it er ated the same re quest at
their next meet ing, re ceiv ing the same
re ac tion and the same re ply. Two
months later, the Com mis sioner re -
turned for a visit, and, at the end of the
meet ing with the group of Di rec tors, Ma -
rie-Paule told him that she would not re -
peat her re quest, for it was too late to
see the Car di nal.

Shortly af ter that, the doors opened:
on May 20, 2004, Ma rie-Paule re ceived
a call from Car di nal Ouellet’s sec re tary
to pro pose “a per sonal meet ing” (ex -
pres sion re peated twice) with the Car di -
nal at the rec tory in Lac-Etchemin on
Sunday, June 13. Af ter hav ing gladly
ac cepted the in vi ta tion, our Found ress
sud denly re mem bered the or der re -
ceived from the Lord more than a month
ear lier, an or der that was re peated sev -
eral times:

“ONE DAY, YOU WILL BE ASKED TO
GO TO A PLACE, ALONE, BUT MAKE
SURE NOT TO GO THERE.”

What a wrench ing it was for her as
she un der stood that this or der con -
cerned the pro posed meet ing with the
Car di nal which she her self had re -
quested and which was no lon ger nec -
es sary! She was very deeply dis ap -
pointed, but she did not have any
choice. On May 31, she wrote to the
Car di nal to in form him of the sit u a tion
and to as sure him that he would al ways
be “wel come at Spiri-Maria no mat ter
what hap pens”.

When the day for the pro posed meet -
ing ar rived, Sunday, June 13, Ma rie-
Paule, who had been hav ing prob lems
with her voice for some time, was com -
pletely aphonic; there fore, she would
not have been able to go and meet with
Car di nal Ouellet and would have had to
can cel the meet ing any way. This trou -
ble with her voice is a re cur rent prob lem
even to day. Heaven no doubt per mit ted
this health prob lem to in di cate its will.
We must not for get that with all the work
she con tin ues to ac com plish, her
strength which, at times, seems to be di -
min ish ing, re turns with ever more vigor.

Car di nal Ouellet wrote to Ma rie-
Paule on June 18, 2004 – to our Found -
ress his sig na ture was like the pound ing
of a fist on the ta ble – stat ing that he
would in form the Holy See of her de ci -
sion. 

“What a sur pris ing let ter sent on be -
half of a Car di nal whom we ad mire,” Ma -
rie-Paule thought. She wrote: 

“This let ter left me with a deep feel ing
of peace, a sal u tary calm. The more I
read it, the more I was filled with a di vine
peace, even if I ‘knew’ that this let ter
would be the el e ment that would trig ger 
and bring about the fi nal blow...”

On July 6, as she was won der ing why 
this let ter had not wounded her heart but 
rather over whelmed her with peace, she 
received this re ply from the Lord: 

“THAT IS TO PROVE THAT YOU ARE
DEAD TO YOUR SELF. DO YOU UN DER -
STAND NOW WHY YOU WERE ABLE TO
PRES ENT THE HEART PIERCED BY A
SWORD64 AT THE CER E MONY OF THE
LADY OF ALL PEO PLES?” [May 2004]

(It was dur ing the Sep tem ber Tri -

duum that fol lowed that the sym bol of
the pierced Heart was placed in the
tomb rep re sented by the al tar at Spiri-
Maria.)

On July 22, 2004, Heaven an -
nounced to Mother Paul-Ma rie (and
these words would be re peated sub se -
quently):

“IT IS THE END! IT IS THE END!”
A fact that should be noted: 33 days

sep a rate the date when this “END” was
an nounced and the date Car di nal
Ouellet wrote his let ter about which the
Lord said to Ma rie-Paule on Au gust 19:

“YOU CAN CON SIDER THE CAR DI -
NAL’S LET TER AS THE RE PLY FROM
THE HOLY SEE.”

Ma rie-Paule de clared to the
retreatants: “Even if His Em i nence Car -
di nal Marc Ouellet were to con demn us
based on un founded ac cu sa tions, I
would still say that he is an up right man.”

These “un founded ac cu sa tions”
would be brought against us first of all in
April 2005.

CAR DI NAL OUELLET’S 
PAS TO RAL MES SAGE (April 4, 2005)

The Pon tif i cal Com mis sioner for the
Sons of Mary, Arch bishop Terrence
Prendergast, and Car di nal Marc Ouellet 
joined to gether against the Mar ian
Work, and each one pre pared a mes -
sage to be made pub lic on April 4, 2005,
on the post poned so lem nity of the An -
nun ci a tion.

On April 2, 2005, Pope John Paul II
passed away and that event be came
the cen ter of at ten tion for the en tire
planet, to such an ex tent that the doc u -
ments is sued by the Pon tif i cal Com mis -
sioner and Car di nal Ouellet re ceived lit -
tle me dia at ten tion.

On April 4, 2005, Ma rie-Paule
“heard” dur ing the morn ing Mass, three
sen tences that were ham mered into her 
mind:
– “Pope John Paul II came to pre pare

Mary’s tri umph.” (She “saw” at the
same time “the world wrapped in a
daz zling light: it was the open ing for
the Mar ian Work.”)

– “The Im mac u late is re turn ing to tri -
umph.”

– “Christ will re turn to reign.”
God seems not only to want to in form

but to re as sure in the face of the let ters
ex pected from the au thor i ties. The next
day Ma rie-Paule re ceived the Pas to ral
Mes sage on the Army of Mary in which: 

– Car di nal Ouellet in vited the Di rec -
tors of the Work to “ac knowl edge
the harm they are caus ing to the
faith ful and to the Church by lock -
ing them selves into re fus ing the pas -
to ral judge ment of the le git i mate au -
thor ity”.
– He ac cused the Army of Mary of
spread ing “doc trines that are for -
eign to the faith of the Church with -
out tak ing any no tice of the warn -
ings made to them for sev eral years”
(and the Car di nal cited as proof of
this, Marc Bosquart).
– He re it er ated the judgment made
in 1974 by the Con gre ga tion for the
Doc trine of the Faith against the de -
vo tion to the Lady of All Peo ples.
– He men tioned again the ar gu ment
of the “se vere ad mo ni tion given by
Maurice Car di nal Roy about the
books Vie d’Amour” – but he did
not men tion what we had al ready
re plied con cern ing that state ment;

in the days that fol lowed this warn -
ing, af ter hav ing met with the priests 
col lab o rat ing with Ma rie-Paule
who pro vided him with clar i fi ca -
tions, Car di nal Roy asked that we
con tinue to sell Life of Love, but
sim ply that we cease to an nounce it
in the Work’s pa per.
– He men tions the “harm to the
unity of the Church” of which the
Army of Mary would be guilty by
spread ing “doc trines that are alien
to the faith”, by re fus ing “to ac cept
the warn ings from the Church’s le -
git i mate au thor ity”, by pub lish ing
the Lord’s mes sage to the ef fect that
the priests and bish ops are the ad -
ver sar ies of His Work, by dis cred it -
ing “the pas to ral in ter ven tion of the
bish ops and of the Holy Fa ther’s
close as so ci ates through whom he
ex er cises his pas to ral re spon si bil ity,
even lead ing up to per sonal at tacks
against them”, by “open ing ‘a Re -
treat House’ and hold ing eucharistic 
cel e bra tions on lo ca tion with out the 
Di oc e san Bishop’s au tho ri za tion”,
“by pre sent ing the Army of Mary as
the con tin ual vic tim of a som bre
per se cu tion”.  
How can one harm the unity of the

Church when one is faith ful to God’s
Plan – He who is the Su preme Head of
this Church –, a plan that He has been
re veal ing to us through the in stru ment
He chose for our time?

Has not the Army of Mary been, in -
stead, the vic tim of the deep “wounds
to the unity of the Church”, at a time
when it was sup ported by Car di nal Roy
whom Bishop Lionel Audet fought
against? When, sup ported by Pope
John Paul II and other re li gious au thor i -
ties, it was fought against by the bish ops 
and car di nals who were in volved in a
con certed ac tion against it, join ing to -
gether in Que bec, Rome and else where 
in the world, com pletely dis re gard ing
the laws and reg u la tions of the Church
and the most el e men tary char ity?

– Car di nal Ouellet “re it er ated the
right ful ness of the Doc trinal Note
pub lished by the Ca na dian Bish ops
on Au gust 15, 2001.”
How sad! For this Note was based so

lit tle on truth and char ity.
– He “strongly wishes that all well-
in ten tioned peo ple, who for a while
could have been mis led, ac cept this
call to faith ful ness and unity of the
Church.”
For us, there is no fi del ity out side of

faith ful ness to God and to the Hand maid 
He has cho sen. Un like Car di nal Ouellet, 
we have seen God’s in ter ven tion in this
Work on many oc ca sions.

No unity is pos si ble with out obe di -
ence to God, with out char ity and truth.

The Sons of Mary

“Never will the Sons of Mary be or -
dained priests,” the bish ops of Que bec
pro claimed sev eral times.

The Sons of Mary set tled in Rome in
1984, in or der to be gin their stud ies at
the Angelicum. It would not be long be -
fore the re li gious au thor i ties over there
were sub jected to pres sure from Ca na -
dian bish ops in or der to pre vent the
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Sons of Mary from pur su ing their theo -
log i cal stud ies; how ever, cer tain au thor -
i ties de fended the Sons of Mary.

As we have seen, Car di nal Vachon
in ter vened at the Vat i can in 1985 to
have Fa ther Denis65 pro hib ited from ac -
com pa ny ing the Sons of Mary, in the
hope of com pro mis ing the stu dents’ uni -
ver sity stud ies. In an el e va tor of the
Hôtel-Dieu hos pi tal in Que bec City, on
Oc to ber 3, 1985, Brother Hervé Lemay
heard a con ver sa tion be tween a nun
and a priest, ac com pa nied by Bishop
Jean-Paul Labrie,66 Aux il iary Bishop of
Que bec:

“You know that sev eral young men
from the Army of Mary will soon be go ing 
to study in Rome,” the nun said to the
priest who re plied:

“Hum! You’ll see that the bish ops are
go ing to block that in Rome, and it won’t
be long.”

We know that it was on an or der from
the Pope that Fa ther Denis went to
Rome. On Oc to ber 10, he met the Sec -
re tary of the Con gre ga tion for Re li gious, 
His Ex cel lency Vincenzo Fagiolo,67

who said to him with re gard to Mother
Paul-Ma rie:

“Please com mu ni cate the fol low ing
to ‘that woman’: she must write a let ter to 
the Church to give the Com mu nity to the
au thor ity, but she must not sign her
name.”

That was the last straw! And the
Found ress is al ways in crim i nated, even
when some are ready to pick the fruit of
the tree... But if the fruit is so good, the
tree can not be bad, ac cord ing to what is
writ ten in the Gos pel.

OR DI NA TION BY POPE JOHN PAUL II
The Sons of Mary were treated kindly

by Pope John Paul II. On May 25, 1986,
in Saint Pe ter’s in Rome, the Holy Fa -
ther or dained a priest Fa ther Lionel
Bélanger,68 who was the first Son of
Mary ready to re ceive Holy Or ders.

It was not long be fore the bish ops of
Que bec re acted. They made rep re sen -
ta tions to the Ap os tolic Nun cio in Ot -
tawa, His Ex cel lency Most Rev er end
Angelo Palmas, against Fa ther Lionel.
The Nun cio, act ing as a rep re sen ta tive
of the Que bec bish ops, brought their
claims be fore a Ro man dicastery on De -
cem ber 1, 1986.

The Que bec bish ops also in ter vened
against the Sons of Mary with the Con -
gre ga tion for Re li gious. On De cem ber
20, 1986, the Sec re tary of this Con gre -
ga tion sent their com plaints to His Ex -
cel lency Mario Peressin, Arch bishop of
L’Aquila, who had taken the Com mu nity
un der his pro tec tion.

Arch bishop Peressin re ceived let ters 
of rep ro ba tion from our bish ops for hav -
ing ac cepted to be come the pro tec tor of
the Com mu nity. He was re proached
with hav ing ac cepted in L’Aquila the
found ing of the mis sion ary branch of the
Com mu nity, and of hav ing or dained as
a dea con this or that Son of Mary. Our
bish ops even took steps in Rome to try
and pre vent Arch bishop Peressin from

or dain ing the Sons of Mary to the priest -
hood. In Rome, one of their go-
betweens, wea ried by all their in ter ven -
tions, de clared to a bishop from Que -
bec: “Are we go ing to fight now against
those who re spect canon law?”

A few days be fore Arch bishop Peres -
sin was to or dain to the priest hood nine
Sons of Mary, an or di na tion set for May
30, 1987, he re ceived from the Con gre -
ga tion for Re li gious the or der to have
the fu ture ordinands sign, prior to their
or di na tion, an act of re pu di a tion of the
Found ress of the Army of Mary, which
they re fused to sign, of course.

On June 8, 1987, the Lord in di cated
to Ma rie-Paule:

“MORE AND MORE THE AT TACKS
ARE GOING TO BE DI RECTED AGAINST
THE FA THERS AND FU TURE FA THERS,
YOUR IM ME DI ATE COL LAB O RA TORS.
THEY ARE EVEN GO ING TO BE ASKED
TO RE NOUNCE THE ARMY OF MARY
AND ITS FOUND RESS. THEY WILL HAVE
TO AN SWER: ‘FUR NISH IN WRIT ING
YOUR AC CU SA TIONS AND PROOFS, IN
FRONT OF THE AC CUSED. AF TER -
WARDS WE WILL SEE.’ ”

There you have the crux of the prob -
lem: un founded ac cu sa tions are con -
stantly be ing brought up against us and
al ways be hind the backs of the ac -
cused.

In 1988, the Que bec bish ops went to
the Con gre ga tion for the Doc trine of the
Faith so that it would ex ert pres sure on
the Vi car i ate of Rome to have the fac ul -
ties of hear ing con fes sions and cel e -
brat ing Mass with drawn from the Sons
of Mary liv ing in Rome. Some au thor i -
ties came to the de fence of the Sons of
Mary.

And the list could go on and on with
so very many ma li cious in ter ven tions!
How ever, the cal um nies left their mark.
At the Con gre ga tion for Re li gious – now
be come the CIVCSVA, the Con gre ga -
tion for the In sti tutes of Con se crated
Life and the So ci et ies of Ap os tolic Life –, 
these cal um nies con sti tute thick dos -
siers of ac cu sa tions against the Sons of
Mary who would never know the con -
tents of these dos siers and would there -
fore never be able to prove their in no -
cence.

EN QUIRY OF FRENCH PO LICE OF FI CERS
The ad ver sar ies of the Work went so

far as re quest that an en quiry be con -
ducted on the Sons of Mary by po lice of -
fi cers in France!

In Jan u ary 2000, the Sons of Mary
ex er cis ing their min is try at Salency in
the Di o cese of Beauvais were vis ited by
po lice of fi cers. First of all, Fa ther
Sylvain Guilbault69 was in ter ro gated on
Jan u ary 27. At the end of the in ter view,
the of fi cer de clared: “Ev ery thing is pos i -
tive for the Sons of Mary... It is some one
in Can ada who has it in for the Com mu -
nity of the Sons of Mary.”

The next day, it was Fa ther André
Guillemette’s70 turn to un dergo an in ter -
ro ga tion, af ter which the of fi cer con -
cluded: “Look for the per son to whom

your Found ress in Que bec may be an
em bar rass ment.”

Re ply: some bish ops, of course.

AP OS TOLIC VIS I TORS
A first Ap os tolic Vis i tor for the Com -

mu nity of the Sons of Mary was ap -
pointed in 1993, His Ex cel lency An to nio
Ambrosanio. How ever noth ing jus ti fied
this ap point ment, for the source of the
dif fi cul ties was to be found out side the
Com mu nity: it is the bish ops who cannot 
agree among them selves.

Here was the “so lu tion of epis co pal
com mu nion” sug gested by high Vat i can
au thor i ties to Arch bishop Peressin: “If
the Sons of Mary want to be ap proved
some day, there ab so lutely must be a di -
chot omy be tween them and their
Found ress, oth er wise they are ‘done
for’.”

It was not the Sons of Mary who were
the prob lem, but their Found ress. The
Sec re tary of the CIVCSVA de clared in a
let ter ad dressed to Fa ther Pi erre
Mastropietro,71 Su pe rior Gen eral of the
Sons of Mary:

“We rec og nize in the Sons of Mary
the au then tic ity of the charism and of the 
prac tice of the evan gel i cal coun sels.”

Dif fi cul ties arose be tween Arch -
bishop Peressin and the Pre fect of the
CIVCSVA, Car di nal Mar ti nez Somalo,72

and the fault was at trib uted to the Com -
mu nity.

And the dif fi cul ties be tween the Sons
of Mary and Arch bishop Peressin got
worse. Bishop Ambrosanio, in formed of
cer tain facts by Fa ther Pi erre and Fa -
ther Bruno Ruel,73 told them: “At the
point we have reached, I don’t know if I
should tell you to re bel or not to re bel
against Arch bishop Peressin.”

At Bishop Ambrosanio’s death in
1995, a sec ond Ap os tolic Vis i tor, Fa ther 
Con stant Bouchaud,74 P.S.S., was ap -
pointed by the CIVCSVA. 

Dif fi cul ties With Arch bishop Peressin
From the mo ment he be came the

Pro tec tor of the Com mu nity of the Sons
and Daugh ters of Mary, in Jan u ary
1986, Arch bishop Peressin sought to
re move the Found ress. He wanted the
Sons of Mary to re pu di ate her and con -
sider him as their Founder. And yet, he
bene fited so very much from Mother
Paul-Ma rie’s gen er os ity and that of the
mem bers of the Army of Mary, if only for
the re pair ing of the Sem i nary at
L’Aquila. And he would have wanted the
Work to com mit it self even fur ther. He
re quested a mil lion dol lars from the
Found ress for the res to ra tion of a run-
down build ing which he said he wanted
to re serve for the Com mu nity, and yet,
he him self was a mul ti mil lion aire.
Mother Paul-Ma rie re plied in the neg a -
tive, say ing: “Where would we get such
a sum of money?”

He took ad van tage of the Sons of
Mary in so many ways and they suf fered
much dur ing their years at L’Aquila. The
Arch bishop even wanted to force them,
in the name of obe di ence, to per form il -
le gal deeds – of course, the Sons of

Fr. D. Laprise Msgr. Labrie Msgr. Fagiolo Fr. L.Bélanger Fr. S. Guilbault Fr. Guillemette Fr. Mastropietro Card. Somalo Fr. B. Ruel
65 66 67 68 69 70 71 72 73
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Mary re fused –, and he was con stantly
try ing to black mail them with the threat
of the non-re newal of their fac ul ties per -
mit ting them to prac tice their min is try.
Fi nally, the Sons of Mary had to leave
the di o cese in 1997, in or der to pre serve
the unity of the Com mu nity and the equi -
lib rium of its mem bers.

The Sons of Mary knew the Bishop of
Mandeville, Ja maica, His Ex cel lency
Paul Mi chael Boyle75 well, for he was
the Su pe rior Gen eral of the Passionist
Fa thers where they re sided dur ing their
stud ies in Rome. In Jan u ary 1997, they
asked to be incardinated in the Di o cese
of Mandeville and to be excardinated
from the Di o cese of L’Aquila, ad dress -
ing their re quest to the CIVCSVA which
must ap prove such re quests in or der to
grant them a rec og nized sta tus in the
Church. The only re ply from the
CIVCSVA would be the ap point ment of a
Pon tif i cal Com mis sioner two months
later.

Ac cord ing to Canon Law, the
CIVCSVA had five months to re spond to
those re quests which could only be re -
fused for a very se ri ous rea son. But no
re ply was given, and the Sons of Mary
would re new their re quest a year later,
but with out any more suc cess.

A FIRST PON TIF I CAL COM MIS SIONER
The Sons of Mary, who were al ways

kept in the dark with re gard to the prob -
lems that would seem to ex ist within the
Com mu nity and thus jus tify the ap point -
ment of a Pon tif i cal Com mis sioner, nev -
er the less saw a Pon tif i cal Com mis -
sioner im posed upon them on March 25, 
1997, in the per son of Bishop Gilles
Cazabon,76 O.M.I., Bishop of Timmins,
On tario.

From the start of his first meet ing with
the Sons of Mary in Rome, Bishop
Cazabon told them: “I am not here to lis -
ten, but to make de ci sions.” Meet ing
with the Sons of Mary in di vid u ally, he
asked them what was not go ing well in
the Com mu nity, and he was given the
an swer: “It is n’t here that things aren’t
go ing well, it’s with the bish ops.”

The first ac tion of the Pon tif i cal Com -
mis sioner was to block the or di na tion of
two Sons of Mary by two bish ops pro tec -
tor: Bishop Eugène P. LaRocque and
Bishop Paul Mi chael Boyle, C.P.

Among the many un just de mands
made upon the Sons of Mary, Bishop
Cazabon asked them to give up “cer tain
ir ri tants”, such as the de vo tion to the
Lady of All Peo ples, and their Found -
ress.

And the au thor i ties or dered the Sons
of Mary to main tain se crecy on all their
in ter ven tions. At a meet ing at the
CIVSCVA, on May 22, 1998, Fa ther Pi -
erre was told that we were li a ble to a civil 
law suit be cause of in for ma tion pub -
lished in the pa per Le Royaume (yet, the 
con tent of a let ter, whether it co mes
from an au thor ity or from some one else,
be longs to the ad dressee, and the in for -
ma tion we pub lish is in con for mity with
the truth). Dur ing this same meet ing at

the CIVCSVA, Bishop Nesti77 and Fa ther 
Torres prof fered threats: if the Sons of
Mary did not co op er ate with the Pon tif i -
cal Com mis sioner, the Com mu nity
could be sup pressed and the Sons of
Mary sus pended “a divinis” (that is to
say, they could be ir re vo ca bly stripped
of their fac ul ties to ad min is ter the sac ra -
ments).

While they wanted to oblige the Sons
of Mary to be si lent and pre vent them
from in form ing the mem bers of the Work 
through the pa per Le Royaume, there
were leaks by the CIVCSVA and all kinds
of ru mors were cir cu lat ing as to the lot
re served the Sons of Mary by this Ro -
man Con gre ga tion.

Af ter the pub li ca tion of the Doc trinal
Note on the Army of Mary, Au gust 15,
2001, Mother Paul-Ma rie wrote: “Soon
our Sons of Mary will be called upon to
sep a rate them selves from the found -
ress of the Work that saw them born. For 
the re li gious au thor i ties have de cided to
ap pro pri ate the fruit but cut down the
tree. And that will sim ply re duce the fruit
to a pu ree. ‘Fa ther, for give them, for
they know not what they do.’ ” (“The King -
dom”, no. 152, No vem ber-De cem ber 2001,
p. 11)

A SEC OND PON TIF I CAL COM MIS SIONER
On May 23, 2003, a new Pon tif i cal

Com mis sioner was ap pointed, His Ex -
cel lency Terrence Prendergast,78 S.J.,
Arch bishop of Hal i fax, Nova Sco tia.
Car di nal Ouellet an nounced this to the
Sons of Mary at the Cen ter of the Im -
mac u late the fol low ing June 14.

Even be fore his ap point ment, Arch -
bishop Prendergast had been warned
against the Army of Mary and its Found -
ress who re ceived proof of that one day.
A lady from Nova Sco tia came to Spiri-
Maria for a re treat; she in formed Arch -
bishop Prendergast of this, tell ing him
how pleased she was with the re treat,
but the Arch bishop im me di ately warned
her against us...

On Au gust 4, 2003, Mother Paul-Ma -
rie wrote: “With the pas sage of time and
when pas sions will have died down, the
Church will be able to make a pro -
nounce ment. We have al ready been
judged by the spirit of this world which,
hav ing pen e trated even the high est re li -
gious ech e lons, has been quick to want
to sup press and bury a di vine Work with
hid den mys tics. The es cha to log i cal
Work an nounced by Saint John, guided
by Mary ac cord ing to the Fa ther’s Wis -
dom, has noth ing in com mon with the
wis dom here be low.” (Id., no. 162, July-
Au gust 2003, p. 13)

At the end of Arch bishop Prender -
gast’s fourth visit to Mother Paul-Ma rie,
she said to him: “ ‘We know what is
await ing us, Your Ex cel lency, for the
Lord has fore told it. The fight will be
hard.’ ‘The bat tle has be gun,’ His Ex cel -
lency im me di ately re plied.” (Ac count
given by Sis ter Chantal Buyse, id., no. 165,
Jan u ary-Feb ru ary 2004, p. 13)

The Sons of Mary and Mother Paul-
Ma rie could not com ply with the de -

mands of the Pon tif i cal Com mis sioner
which were con trary to the di vine plan.
On April 4, 2005, he wrote a let ter to the
Sons of Mary which Fa ther Pi erre de -
scribed as “the last of the three blows he
will of fi cially have dealt the Com mu nity,
but above all the Work and its Found -
ress.” On that same day, the Pas to ral
Mes sage on the Army of Mary signed by
Car di nal Marc Ouellet was to be pub -
lished. 

The Sons of Mary priests work ing in
other Ca na dian prov inces and abroad
were called back by their Su pe rior Gen -
eral to Que bec City or Lac-Etchemin.
Since they were highly re garded by their 
pa rish io ners – and even by the faith ful
from other re li gious con fes sions – the
bish ops un der whose au thor ity they ex -
er cised their min is try re ceived nu mer -
ous let ters from peo ple say ing they
were ex tremely dis ap pointed with the
de par ture of the Sons of Mary whom
they ap pre ci ated and who had done so
much for their lo cal com mu nity.

At home, the Sons of Mary were hin -
dered in so many ways in their min is try
through the joint ac tion of the au thor i -
ties, and par tic u larly that of the Pon tif i cal 
Com mis sioner and the Arch bishop of
Que bec.

AN OPEN ING FOR THE WORK
Heaven in ter vened to save the Com -

mu nity and per mit it to con tinue its de -
vel op ment. In di ca tions from On-High
were given so that the Sons of Mary
could be gin to cel e brate bap tisms and
pre side over mar riages at Spiri-Maria. A 
spe cial cer e mony was planned at Spiri-
Maria on Sep tem ber 17, 2006, for the
en throne ment of the Head of the Church 
of John, Pa dre Jean-Pi erre (Fa ther
 Pierre Mastropietro).

Ma rie-Paule who wished to dis con -
tinue her ac tiv i ties as Di rec tor of the pa -
per Le Royaume won dered who would
suc ceed her. On Au gust 10, 2006, she
re ceived this in di ca tion:

“FA THER ERIC ROY79 WILL BE THE DI -
REC TOR OF THE PA PER.”

She wrote:“Sur prised, I think that we
can not see the op por tune ness of a re li -
gious di rec tion, for the re li gious au thor i -
ties united against us would rap idly
wreak havoc. They have al ready in -
formed us that se crecy would have to be 
kept on their in ter ven tions and our re -
plies. That is what I said to the Lord. Im -
me di ately, there came the re ply:

“ ‘YOU ARE NOW FREE!’ 
“That is be cause ev ery thing is al -

ready ready for the next cer e mony
which will be held on Sep tem ber 17,
2006, the theme of which will be: “To -
wards the Church of John”. What peace
floods my soul!” (Le Livre blanc II, p. 25)
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On Jan u ary 7, 2007, Pa dre  Jean-
Pierre80 pro ceeded to or dain five dea -
cons,81-85 and on the fol low ing June 1,
to or dain six priests Sons of Mary, within
the con text of four ex cep tional days of
prayer of the Com mu nity of the Lady of
All Peo ples, from May 31 to June 3,
2007.

On May 31, dur ing a spe cial cer e -
mony, Ma rie-Paule ac cepted with heart -
break to sub mit to a di vine de mand: to
wear with her white dress, a sash and a
veil of a golden color, sim i lar to the ones
worn by the Lady of All Peo ples dur ing
her ap pa ri tions at Am ster dam. Heaven
wanted to dis pel all am bi gu ity on the
mis sion of the One whom God had cho -
sen to live, in Mary’s name, the mis sion
of Co-Redemptrix, Mediatrix and Ad vo -
cate, the dogma that was pro mul gated
by Pa dre Jean-Pi erre on that day, a
dogma that has been fought so much in
the Church of Pe ter. How ever, the Lady
of All Peo ples had as sured that she
would “see its re al iza tion”, and that has
hap pened.

More than that, Heaven in di cated
that the proc la ma tion of that dogma
marked the be gin ning of the tri umph of
the Im mac u late Heart of Mary. That is
truly the re al iza tion of the mes sage
given by the Vir gin Mary to Don Gobbi
when he was in Que bec on May 18,
1977:

“MA RIE-PAULE, that daugh ter of my
ma ter nal pre di lec tion whom I my self
have cho sen to bring about the tri umph
of my Im mac u late Heart in the world.”

But how could the au thor i ties of the
Church of Pe ter un der stand the di vine
and Mar ian plan? In the mes sage to Don 
Gobbi, Mary had also fore told:

“Woe to the bish ops and priests who
will dare to op pose it [my Army]; they will
fall into dark ness and be come vic tims of
my ad ver sary!”

The De fin i tive Re jec tion 
by the Church of Pe ter

LET TERS FROM ARCH BISHOP PRENDERGAST
In Feb ru ary and March 2007, Arch -

bishop Prendergast wrote sev eral times 
to the Sons of Mary and to their Su pe rior
Gen eral, Fa ther Eric Roy. Ob vi ously, it
was the en throne ment of Pa dre Jean-
Pi erre as Head of the Church of John
and the or di na tion to the diaconate on
Jan u ary 7 which were at the cen ter of his 
re proaches. An other let ter was sent in
March.

Dur ing Mass on March 13, as Fa thers 
Pi erre and Vic tor were com ing up to the
al tar, Mother Paul-Ma rie was sur prised
to see “writ ten, from the bot tom up, the
sin gle word SI LENCE in black cap i tal let -
ters”.

Af ter Mass, the Fa thers were of the

opin ion that no re ply should be given to
those let ters, which Ma rie-Paule con -
firmed by re count ing to them the grace
of SI LENCE. That eve ning, as she was
won der ing about the sig nif i cance of this
word, she “heard” that:
– “the black writ ing in di cated that ‘hell

was on earth’, 
– “that ‘SI LENCE’ writ ten ver ti cally also

meant that ‘our prayer must as cend to
heaven and that we must be faith ful’.”
In his let ter of March 26, 2007, to the

Sons of Mary, Arch bishop Prendergast
an nounced the warn ing that was to
come from the Arch bishop of Que bec
against the Work, as well as a dec la ra -
tion to come from the Con gre ga tion for
the Doc trine of the Faith and from the
CIVCSVA “on the ecclesial sta tus of Fa -
ther Pi erre Mastropietro (also known
un der the name of Pa dre Jean-Pi erre)”.

On March 30, 2007, Mother Paul-Ma -
rie wrote to the Of fi cers of the Works:

“The hour of vic tory has come, as it
did for Je sus on the cross. In fact, His
cru ci fix ion, fore seen and an nounced,
came to pass, in the same way that it
has been fore seen for us. ‘It will be those 
of my priest hood who will cru cify you.’ –
‘The priests are also my bish ops,’ the
Fa ther and the Son told me.... To be cru -
ci fied, it is nec es sary to have been first
con demned.”

At tached to her let ter was the one
writ ten by the Pon tif i cal Com mis sioner
to the Sons of Mary on March 26, 2007.

CAR DI NAL OUELLET’S LET TER TO 
HIS DI OC E SAN FAITH FUL (March 28, 2007)

On April 14, 2007, we
learned that a let ter from 
Car di nal Marc Ouel let86

on the Army of Mary was 
cir cu lat ing here and there.
We re ceived, shortly
there af ter through an in -
ter me di ary, a copy of
this let ter, un signed and
with out of fi cial let ter -

head, in which the Car di nal de clared,
among other things:

“I have no choice but to de clare that
the Lead er ship of the Army of Mary has
ex cluded it self from com mu nion with the 
Cath o lic Church.”

With re gard to the or di na tions to the
diaconate on Jan u ary 7, the Arch bishop
in di cated:

“This last act is ex tremely grave be -
cause it openly breaks com mu nion
with the Cath o lic Church. It en tails
se vere ca non i cal pen al ties for the
per pe tra tor of such an act since or di -
na tion be longs solely to Epis co pal
au thor ity and can never in any cir -
cum stance be ad min is tered by a
priest. These or di na tions are there -
fore in valid; they con sti tute a grave

wound in flicted upon the Church.
“Con se quently, I con firm and re in -
force what was for merly ex pressed
by the Ca na dian Bish ops [Doc trinal
Note of Au gust 15, 2001, from the CCCB]
and I de clare as fol lows: The Army
of Mary has clearly and pub licly be -
come a sche matic [sic] move ment
and thus a non-Cath o lic as so ci a -
tion. Its spe cific doc trines are false
and its ac tiv i ties should not be at -
tended nor sup ported by Cath o lics.
Its priests and dea cons can no lon ger 
ex er cise any min is try within the
Arch di o cese of Que bec and the sac -
ra ments of Con fir ma tion and pen -
ance ad min is tered by them are in -
valid since they are given with out ju -
ris dic tion.
“Con sid er ing this sit u a tion of rup -
ture with the le git i mate au thor ity of
the Cath o lic Church, those re spon -
si ble for places of wor ship in the
Arch di o cese of Que bec can not al -
low priests and dea cons of the Army
of Mary to pre side (over) or
concelebrate at any li tur gi cal cel e -
bra tion in these places of wor ship.
“I ask the faith ful to pray and to do
pen ance to re pair the wrongs caused 
by this schis matic group and to ob -
tain the re turn to the fold of these
lost sheep. May this sad chap ter in
the long his tory of the Army of
Mary move ment bring us all to re -
flect on our ad her ence to the one
Church of Je sus Christ and en cour -
age us to re af firm our faith and an
au then tic re li gious prac tice. Let us
re mem ber in par tic u lar all those per -
sons of good faith who have been se -
duced by the er rors of this or ga ni za -
tion and who need our help to re -
main faith ful to the Cath o lic Church 
and its Mar ian Doc trine.”

PA DRE JEAN-PI ERRE’S RE PLY
On April 18, 2007, Pa dre Jean-Pi erre

ad dressed him self to the mem bers of
the Work by means of our pa per (is sue
no. 184, March-April):

“Let us not be afraid to walk in the
foot steps of the im mo lated Lamb and to
bear wit ness to the hope in us, even to
the “wolves” which, to day and to mor -
row, may be found along our way.

“Let us be happy to bear wit ness to
the close ness of the King dom of God to
all those who are linked to us and in par -
tic u lar to that neigh bor who may, at
times, be more dif fi cult to love. May the
peace of God take pos ses sion of our en -
tire life and trans form it, and may it fall
back upon, es pe cially, all the souls in
great est need of it at this time.

“Let us not be up set or dis tressed,
even if we must still ex pe ri ence many
times the trial of re jec tion or con dem na -
tion on the part of cer tain ecclesial au -
thor i ties. Let us not fos ter against these
per sons any sen ti ments of bit ter ness or
re sent ment.

“In spite of all the false ac cu sa tions
which have been brought or will be
brought against us, let us con tinue to
love the Church. Let us not re fuse to
give it the dust stick ing to our shoes, and 
even that of our hu man and per sonal
Chris tian dig nity which risks be ing
strongly but wrongly rid i culed. For it is
better to en dure in jus tice than to com mit
it....”

Six new priests
or dained by Pa dre Jean-Pi erre Mass concelebrated on June 1, 2007, by 41

reg u lar and sec u lar priests at the Eucharistic
and Mar ian Cen ter Spiri-Maria 

Msgr. Marc
Ouellet
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A CON TRIB U TORY DOC U MENT (FA THER 
MI CHEL FOURNIER)

Fa ther Michel Fournier,87 who as -
sisted the Pon tif i cal Com mis sioner for
the Sons of Mary as his sec re tary, wrote
an ar ti cle en ti tled: “The Army of Mary
and the Cath o lic Church: Sep a rated
Breth ren?”, pub lished in the July-Au -
gust 2007 is sue of Pas to rale-Québec in
the form of a spe cial in sert. 

In this doc u ment, Fa ther Fournier is
sur prised over the cur rent sit u a tion of
the Work, given that 

“this group had made fi del ity to
Rome and to the Pope the sine qua
non sign by which it could be rec og -
nized”.
The mean ing of that state ment – for -

mu lated by the Lord as soon as the
Army of Mary was founded – was
“shown” to our Found ress on Feb ru ary
27, 2000, as she in di cated in an ar ti cle: 

“For what will soon be thirty years,
that sen tence has come back con stantly 
in our writ ings and words, but we had not 
un der stood the mys ti cal por tent which is 
be ing ‘shown’ me at this par tic u lar mo -
ment. May I be par doned for writ ing
what I ‘learn’:

“ ‘JOHN PAUL, WHO HAS THE SPIRIT
OF JOHN, AND PAUL-MA RIE, WHO HAS
THE SPIRIT OF MARY, HAVE BEEN
BOUND TO GETHER IN OR DER TO LEAD
THE CHURCH OF PE TER INTO THE
CHURCH OF JOHN.’...

“That sim ple sen tence, ‘The Army of
Mary will be rec og nized by this SIN GLE
TRAIT: its fi del ity to Rome and to the
Pope,’ is far be yond hu man un der stand -
ing and is part of a pre cise plan of
God.” (“The King dom”, no. 139, March-April 
2000, p. 5)

Fa ther Fournier writes:
“Sep a ra tion: that is what emerges
from a cer e mony held June 1, in
their cha pel at Lac-Etchemin when
the sim u lated or di na tion of six
priests took place there. It was in -
deed a sim u la tion since the min is ter
pre sid ing over the cer e mony is not a
bishop and has no part in the ap os -
tolic suc ces sion”.
Fa ther Fournier takes up again Car -

di nal Ouellet’s state ment to the ef fect
that the priests and dea cons Sons of
Mary 

“can no lon ger ex er cise any min is try 
within the Arch di o cese of Que bec”.
He then men tions the role of the
Pon tif i cal Com mis sioner who did
not re ceived the hoped-for col lab o -
ra tion on the part of the Sons of
Mary, and he de clares, with re gard
to the Church of John: “An other
Church, an other head: there we cer -
tainly have a ma jor fac tor of sep a ra -
tion from the Cath o lic Church”.
It should be noted that the Sons of

Mary have been un able to ex er cise their 
min is try “within the Arch di o cese of Que -
bec” for a long time.  With re gard to the
or di na tion to the priest hood, Pa dre
Jean-Pi erre88 pro ceeded with the per -

mis sion of Heaven. Could there have
been any higher del e ga tion? That is an
in sult to God to speak of a “sim u lated”
or di na tion.

With re gard to the Pon tif i cal Com mis -
sioner, the Sons of Mary could not, in all
con science, sub mit to the de mands for -
mu lated which went against God’s plan
for the Work.

It is up to God to lead His Church
where He wants, whether it be the
Church of Pe ter or the Church of John.

Fa ther Fournier goes on to say:

“The un prec e dented mis sion as Co-
Redemptrix given the Found ress (see 
Le Royaume, no. 181) has the ef fect of
mak ing of the Army of Mary a
group that is break ing away and iso -
lat ing it self from the rest of the
world of Chris tian Churches. The
bless ing given by Pa dre Jean-Pi erre,
Sep tem ber 17, in ren der ing ‘Glory
to the Di vine Quinternity in the
high est heav ens’ will not soon be
made part of Chris tian rit u als, es pe -
cially when it is noted that the
Found ress is her self an in te gral part
of that quinternity.”
The Lady of All Peo ples came to unite 

all peo ples in one sin gle com mu nity, but
she must in au gu rate her reign with a lit -
tle group – a “lit tle rem nant” – be fore the
mes sage can be borne to all peo ples.

As in Je sus’ time when He came to
an nounce some thing great and new –
the Di vine Trin ity –, the Lady co mes to
an nounce some thing great and new in
our time – the Di vine Quinternity. The
Quinternity was a no tion re served to the
Co-Re demp tion. We will come back to
that.

As for the rit u als of the Church of
John, they will im pose them selves upon
this Church ac cord ing to the new knowl -
edge that will be re vealed within it and
ac cord ing to God’s and the Im mac u -
late’s will.

Am ster dam: The Lady of All Peo ples
With re gard to the de vo tion to the

Lady of All Peo ples to which Fa ther
Fournier al ludes, we should men tion
that on May 31, 1996, in spite of so much 
op po si tion within the Church of Christ
 itself, Bishop Hen rik Bomers89, Bishop
of Haarlem (Am ster dam), in the Neth er -
lands, re sponded to Mary’s ap peals
by ap prov ing the new de vo tion un der
the ti tle of the Lady of All Peo ples and by
ac cept ing her prayer. Thus, he was
open ing “the heart of all peo ples” to the
pub lic de vo tion, while leav ing it up to
each one’s con science to be lieve in the
mes sages of the Lady of All Peo ples.

Six years later, on May 31, 2002, his
suc ces sor, Bishop Jo seph Maria Punt90

rec og nized the su per nat u ral na ture of
the ap pa ri tions and the mes sages

Fr. Fournier Pa dre J.-Pi erre Msgr. Bomers

Raoul Auclair and Marc Bosquart

87 88 89

92

which the
Lady gave
to Ida Peer-
deman91,
his ap proval
be com ing
pu b lic on
the fol low -

ing June 8, the feast of the Im mac u late
Heart of Mary.

* * *

In the doc u ment pre pared by Fa ther
Fournier, we learn that the or gan isms
given a man date by the Bishop of Am -
ster dam, His Ex cel lency Jo seph Maria
Punt

“to give the in ter pre ta tions flow ing
from the mes sages, ac cepted a re -
quest from the Con gre ga tion for the
Doc trine of the Faith that they mod -
ify the prayer which posed a prob -
lem, and which could now be said in
these terms: ‘May the Lady of All
Peo ples, the Blessed Vir gin Mary, be
our Ad vo cate’. In De cem ber 2004,
Bishop Punt had de clared that there
ex isted ‘no tie of cause and ef fect be -
tween the Am ster dam de vo tion and
the move ment that has formed
around Ma rie-Paule Giguère’. All of 
this in for ma tion has not yet been di -
vulged in Le Royaume...”
First of all, we must spec ify that we

were un aware of this in for ma tion and
there fore we could not pub lish it in Le
Royaume.

There is no rea son to re joice over the
fact that, in Am ster dam, the Lady of All
Peo ples is not be ing obeyed, she who
in sisted so much in her mes sages that
the prayer not be mod i fied in any way
from the man ner in which she gave it,
and to which so many graces are at -
tached. We can more eas ily un der stand
the ne ces sity of a group obey ing God
alone, that would fight to the very end in
a com bat on be half of the Lady.

Bishop Punt’s state ment con cern ing
the ties be tween the de vo tion in Am ster -
dam and the Army of Mary is not sur pris -
ing. How could he be in formed about
what is re ally hap pen ing in Que bec,
which nev er the less ac tu al izes the mes -
sage given in Am ster dam? For Am ster -
dam was the an nounce ment, whereas
Que bec is the ful fill ment.

Bishop Punt is prob a bly un aware of
the mes sage which Ida, the Lady’s
seeress, re ceived in 1977 con cern ing
Ma rie-Paule: “She is the Hand maid.”

Fur ther more, cer tain mes sages of
the Lady in di cate that what was given in
Am ster dam will be re al ized else where.
The 52nd ap pa ri tion (May 31, 1956) is quite 
re veal ing in this re gard: 

“Look care fully,” the Lady said to Ida,
des ig nat ing an area in a field where the
church of the Lady of All Peo ples will be
built later on, and then She added: “No,
not over there [Am ster dam]; here [Lac-
Etchemin, where the Lady lives].” The
seeress com ments: “I see dis tinctly the
place, Wandelweg, where the church
will be built.” The Lady spec i fies: “Many
dif fi cul ties will arise... It is a large prop -
erty... Later, it will be sur rounded by half
a city.”

“No, not over there; here”: Marc Bos -
quart92 com mented this mes sage many
years ago, show ing that the place des ig -
nated by the Lady cor re sponded to the
lots owned by the Work at Lac-Etchemin 

Msgr. Punt Ida Peerdeman
90 91
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(“wandelweg” is a Dutch word that can
be trans lated by “wind ing road”). The
con fig u ra tion of the lo ca tion, with a part
of the city hav ing been built on the other
side of Etchemin Lake, cor re sponds
“here” to what was shown “over there”.
Fur ther more, the Lady in di cated: “I can
tell you, also, that the Lady wanted to
test you.... She does not ap pear there
where the church will rise.”

In that same mes sage, show ing Ida
the in te rior of the fu ture ba sil ica, the
Lady in di cated: “The al tar of the Lady
rep re sents me in the man ner in which I
shall come.” Ida is sur prised to see that
the sculp ture does not cor re spond to the 
paint ing. The Lady tells her: “You do not
see the ex ist ing paint ing.”

The Fruits of the Co-Re demp tion
Fa ther Fournier com pares the at ti -

tude of the Army of Mary and its Found -
ress to that of great saints who 

“se renely ac cepted cer tain abuses of
power of which they could have
been the vic tims. They man i fested
their true gran deur in the no ble ac -
cep tance of con straint and not by
seek ing to stand up to some one, or
or prove them selves right at any
cost. In all of this, is there not a way
to carry the Cross af ter the ex am ple
of a cer tain Je sus of Naz a reth? Or to
walk in the foot steps of Saint Paul,
the apos tle who bore more than his
share of tri als and spared no ef fort in 
or der to bear wit ness to his Lord?”
Ev ery mis sion is unique. With re gard

to Saint Pa dre Pio,93 we must re mem -
ber that he sub mit ted to the un just de ci -
sions of the au thor i ties with re gard to his
per son, but he never gave in when the
work he founded (the hos pi tal Casa
Sollievo della Sofferenza) was at stake.

The com par i son with Je sus of Naz a -
reth is quite ap pro pri ate, for Ma rie-
Paule is ac com plish ing, in the wake of
the Re deemer, the mis sion of Co-Re -
demp tion that is hers, ac cord ing to what
Raoul Auclair92 has said:

“The mys tery of the Co-Re demp tion
that is the end;  the con fig u ra tion, that is
the way. And she whom God had com -
mit ted to this dif fi cult way went for ward
along it in the dark ness. She had to re -
trace the path walked by Je sus in His
Pas sion; she had to re-live, in the com -
mon place way of life, that which the
Sav ior suf fered in the re al iza tion of the
Re demp tion with, to be sure, the im -
mea sur able dis tance that lies be tween
the Cre ator and the crea ture, be tween
Him who is the Im age and her who is the
Re sem blance.” (Pref ace of Life of Love, p. 15)

Je sus did not turn, first of all, to the re -
li gious au thor i ties of His time, but to the
peo ple. He did not seek the au tho ri za -
tion of the San hed rin to ac com plish His
mis sion and to un veil the mys tery of one
God in Three Per sons. The same is true
for Ma rie-Paule who is obliged to walk in
the Re deemer’s foot steps, sub jected to
the same op po si tion on the part of the
re li gious au thor ity in power, and who
had to un veil the pres ence of the Im -
mac u late within the Trin ity by re veal ing
to us the mys tery of the di vine
Quinternity.

As for the com par i son with Saint
Paul,94 it is also ap pro pri ate, Ma rie-
Paule hav ing been sent, like Paul, to all
the na tions. Paul had to fight against the
re li gious au thor ity of that time so that the 
world would open up to an un der stand -

ing of the mys tery of Christ; the same is
true for Ma rie-Paule in our time.

Fa ther Fournier95 men tions the fruit
of the Work, which he sees first of all in
the pa per Le Royaume in which are
pub lished

“the tes ti mo ni als of those of Christ’s 
faith ful for whom their con tact with
the Army of Mary marked the be -
gin ning of a re form of their Chris -
tian life, an awak en ing or deep en ing
of their pi ety.”
He goes on to say:
“More over, the sim ple, in dus tri ous
and prayer ful life of the Sons and
Daugh ters of Mary is an ex cel lent
fore shad ow ing to the eyes of the
world, of the fu ture times when
Christ will be all things to all men.
The li tur gi cal cer e mo nies cel e brated 
with fer vor and dig nity, and the care
given the li tur gi cal sing ing are al -
ready a hint of what the ce les tial lit -
urgy, on an even grander scale, will
be. The en cour age ment given fam ily 
life and the at ten tion di rected to the
young peo ple are also the seed of the
Gos pel and con sti tute fa vor able
ground for rapprochment with
other Chris tians.”
These fruits of the Mar ian Work flow

from the Found ress’ life. Now, “a tree is
judged by its fruit”...

The au thor of the doc u ment co mes
back on the sub ject of 

“the can cel la tion by the Found ress
of an agreed-upon meet ing with the
Arch bishop [which] seems to have
been a turn ing point from which the
chasm of di ver gence has made it self
ever more clear”.
If the meet ing had been held ac cord -

ing to the di vine plans, be fore it was too
late, the chasm might have been filled
in stead of grow ing deeper.

Fa ther Fournier ends his doc u ment
on a fra ter nal note:

“Given the ab sence of a unity in
faith or ecclesial com mu nion, if
there is one wish that must be for -
mu lated in the pres ent sit u a tion, it is
that there be main tained the cli mate
of mu tual re spect that does not pre -
vent say ing the truth, but that
serves, first and fore most, the search 
for that unity of dis ci ples for which
Christ, in the eve ning of His life,
prayed.
“ ‘May they all be one, Fa ther, may
they be one in us, as you are in me
and I am in you, so that the world

may be lieve it was you
who sent me’ (John
17:21). May Christ’s
prayer be tire lessly our
own.”

“That they may be
one”, such is Car di nal
Ouellet’s epis co pal motto,
he whom Heaven had

bound to the Work, but who was not able 
to ful fill his role.

“That all may be one”, that is our
prayer, at a time when the Lady of All
Peo ples has called all peo ples to unity.
And that unity will be based on the truth.

Con clu sion

THE OR I GIN OF THE DIF FI CUL TIES
These words from Ma rie-Paule may

help us to un der stand the or i gin of the
prob lems with the Ca na dian bish ops:

“[In the 1970s] the Char is matic Re -
newal was tak ing root in Que bec. At
first, our bish ops ex pressed se ri ous res -
er va tions about it, but then we saw them
em bark upon it, one af ter the other.
Strangely, right af ter do ing so, they
turned upon us with ex traor di nary ve he -
mence; they for bade their priests to en -
cour age the Army of Mary and re fused
us en try into our churches. More over,
they obliged their priests to make a com -
mit ment to the Char is matic Re newal.

“Oh! the com plaints we heard from
many priests sym pa thetic to our cause
and alarmed by the Char is matic Re -
newal! And that is un der stand able, for it
was the false spirit that had en tered the
Church. There you have the source of
the im pla ca ble ha tred vowed against
the Army of Mary.” (Vie d’Amour, Appen -
dice, vol. II, p. 181-182)

How ever, the Char is matic Re newal
was run ning out of steam:

“While the epis co pate, priests and re -
li gious of both sexes erect bar ri ers of all
sorts, and our mem bers’ fer vor in -
creases, the con trary is tak ing place in
the Char is matic Re newal, vig or ously
sup ported by these same au thor i ties,
who have con stantly to stir up the cour -
age and fer vor of its mem bers.

“In 1958, the Lord fore told me:
“ ‘IT IS THE LAY PEO PLE WHO, WITH A

MI NOR ITY OF MEN AND WOMEN RE LI -
GIOUS WHO HAVE RE MAINED FAITH FUL 
TO THEIR VO CA TION, WILL SAVE THE
WORLD.’ ” (Id., p. 185)

A DI VIDED CHURCH
When Pope John Paul II made his

first visit to Can ada in 1984, cer tain me -
dia spoke of an “em bar rass ing visit”.
“The pope’s up com ing visit is far from
arous ing en thu si asm among the Que -
bec bish ops. On the con trary, it pro -
duces long, em bar rass ing si lences in
their talks. Many hoped, se cretly of
course, that this great event would
never take place, that this ‘cup would
pass by far from their lips’...

“That is be cause Pope John Paul II’s
visit ag gra vated the deep di vi sions af -
flict ing Cath o lics in Que bec, and risked
caus ing the breakup of the Cath o lic
com mu nity... Pope John Paul II’s visit
could ex ac er bate the schism la tent in
the Que bec Church, a very real dan ger.” 
(L’Actualité, Sep tem ber 1984)

In Man i toba, the mem bers of the
Army of Mary sent a do na tion of $4,000
to their bishop for the Holy Fa ther’s visit;
this do na tion was re turned to them.

In 2003, when a fund-rais ing cam -
paign was launched for ren o va tions to
the lit tle Shrine of Our Lady of Etchemin, 
where the Army of Mary was founded,
the Work gave a do na tion of $20,000
which was re turned to it.

The Army of Mary, which brings out
the di vi sion ex ist ing within the Church,
is un justly ac cused of so many evils,
at the same time as it has to face an

Pa dre Pio St. Paul Fr. Fournier
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 unimaginable strug gle. Ma rie-Paule
wrote:

“How could any one be lieve the ac -
count of all our dif fi cul ties if there were
no proof, so un think able is such a war
against a Work in Christ’s Church? Fur -
ther more, we can not pos si bly re late, ei -
ther at Rome or in these pages, the en -
tire jum ble of dif fi cul ties caused the
Army of Mary and its Found ress. No one 
could even imag ine the tidal wave that
surges into my of fice each day, but
which leaves us calm, joy ful and se rene. 
This is be cause the hu man be ing must
have his feet on the earth, but his heart,
soul and mind cen tered on God.” (Vie
d’Amour, Appendice, vol. II, p. 146)

Be fore this maze of dif fi cul ties
through which the Army of Mary had to
pass, we are forced to con clude that
Heaven is with this Work, for there is no
other pos si ble ex pla na tion given the
fact that no one has suc ceeded in de -
stroy ing it, in spite of the mag ni tude of
the means em ployed and the re lent less -
ness of the at tacks which have lasted for 
more than thirty years. Thus are con -
firmed Gamaliel’s words to the San hed -
rin when he had ad vised them to leave
Christ’s dis ci ples alone: 

“If their pur pose or ac tiv ity is hu man
in its or i gins, it will de stroy it self. If, on
the other hand, it co mes from God, you
will not be able to de stroy them with out
fight ing God him self.” (Acts 5:38-39)

GOD’S WORKS
“The works I do in my Fa ther’s name

give wit ness in my fa vor,” Je sus de -
clared to the Jews. (Jn 10:25) To his
Apos tles, He stated: “The words I speak
are not spo ken of my self; it is the Fa ther
who lives in me ac com plish ing his
works. Be lieve me that I am in the Fa ther 
and the Fa ther is in me, or else, be lieve
be cause of the works I do.” (Jn 14:10-11)

Ma rie-Paule could ap ply to her self
these words of the Lord. Her life is filled
with works which bear wit ness to the
fact that she lives in God and in Mary
who ac com plish through her their own
works. The sight of these works should
be enough to con vince any one of the
au then tic ity of her mys ti cal life and her
mis sion. – Left to her self, a sim ple
woman could not have ac com plished all 
Ma rie-Paule ac com plished through the
grace of God, some one be sides with
very poor health.

NU MER OUS CHARISMS
– So many con ver sions are due to the

read ing of Life of Love and Ma rie-
Paule’s other writ ings, or through a
sim ple meet ing with her.

– The cures ob tained through her in ter -
me di ary or by her in ter ces sion can be

counted by the hun dreds at least, if not 
by the thou sands, over more than
thirty-five years of Mar ian apostolate.
In di vid u als who were con demned by
their doc tors re cov ered their health,
and the tes ti mo ni als keep com ing in.
Even bish ops have had re course to
Ma rie-Paule to ben e fit from her heal -
ing charism.

The cure of Jean-
Paul Bélanger, a busi -
ness man from Rimou -
ski, is one of the more
well-known cases. In
1974, af ter hav ing suf -
fered a few heart at -
tacks, Jean-Paul was
hos pi tal ized at the Laval 
Hos pi tal in Que bec City
where nine spe cial ists

con cluded that noth ing more could be
done for him. “Your days are num -
bered,” the head spe cial ist told him. Fol -
low ing the Lord’s in di ca tion, Ma rie-
Paule ap plied her left hand over Jean-
Paul’s heart a few times, and the doc tor
would sub se quently con firm that it was
healed. Jean-Paul would lead an ac tive
life, en gag ing in skin div ing, para chut -
ing. He would live some thirty years with
a heart in ex cel lent con di tion.

An ex am ple of an other kind: a cou ple
wanted to have chil dren but the hus -
band was di ag nosed as be ing ster ile.
Af ter Ma rie-Paule’s in ter ven tion, the
cou ple would have seven chil dren. With
the first baby, the doc tor did not want to
be lieve that the hus band was its fa ther,
but af ter hav ing de liv ered the baby and
seen how much it re sem bled the fa ther,
he could only at test to the mir a cle. Af ter
their sixth child, the cou ple re turned to
see Ma rie-Paule who had guessed what 
their un spo ken re quest might be, that of
hav ing a bit of a break, and this was the
case for a few years, be fore the ar rival of 
an other child.
– Ma rie-Paule ex pe ri enced bilocation.

She “sees” per sons act ing at a dis -
tance (a phe nom e non that will oc cur
very fre quently with re gard to the
Work’s ad ver sar ies whose ac tions
she “sees” and con ver sa tions she
“hears” at the Arch bishop’s Of fices or
else where).

– The per sons she has met have of ten
had the im pres sion that she was read -
ing in their soul. And the Lord gave her
the charism of be ing able to dis cern
the state of a per son’s soul by look ing
at their pic ture.

–  Pro phetic charism: at the be gin ning of 
the 1980s, Ma rie-Paule de scribed to
the mem bers of the Army of Mary a vi -
sion given her by the Lord con cern ing
New York City. “I ‘saw’ New York City

dark ened by an im mense cloud of
smoke. It was like a thick fog cov er ing
the large high build ings in that very im -
por tant city of the world.” Then, she
had “seen” these high build ings col -
laps ing into the ground. – This vi sion
was ful filled less than a month af ter
the pub li ca tion of the CCCB’s Doc trinal 
Note against the Army of Mary with the 
ter ror ist at tack against the World
Trade Cen ter on Sep tem ber 11, 2001.
“Be lieve be cause of the works,” Mary

Im mac u late would most cer tainly like to
say to all her chil dren on earth.

“THE ‘NOTH ING’, THE ‘ZERO’...”
Ma rie-Paule says that she does noth -

ing on her own; that she is the “Noth ing”,
the “Zero” through which Mary passes,
“but this ‘Noth ing’ is filled with the power
of God and of Mary Im mac u late.”

It is through the hu mil ity of the Hand -
maid that Heaven will van quish the
pride of the Ad ver sary. The Hand maid
in whom Mary be came in car nate to ful fill 
the mis sion des tined to her and which
had been an nounced in the Bi ble (Gen e -
sis and Apoc a lypse).

If prob lems arose wher ever Ma rie-
Paule went, that was be cause she had
as a mis sion to dis lodge  Sa tan who was
com fort ably in stalled. How can there be
any doubt of this when we see the ig no -
ble bat tle that has con stantly been
waged against the Army of Mary and its
Found ress, in ces santly giv ing her the
im pres sion of be ing bit ten on her heel?
And the bat tle was also waged against
the re li gious au thor i ties who sup ported
the Work, es pe cially the bish ops who
opened their doors to the Sons of Mary
and who had to en dure re pri sals from
their con freres.

A MIS SION IN THE FA THER’S HEART
In the eve ning of her life, Mother

Paul-Ma rie is sa voring un sus pected
graces of Light and Love, all the way to
the Heart of the Fa ther’s Heart, the
beauty of which she de scribes to us.
She draws us in her wake, in that fur row
of beauty where life is made up of giv ing, 
for giv ing and aban don ment.

There is no bit ter ness in our hearts
to wards the ad ver sar ies who will com -
pre hend their er ror some day, and, we
hope, be fore it will be too late. Could the
Co-Redemptrix have fol lowed an other
path than the way of the cross, the way
fol lowed by the Re deemer? As for us,
we were given the grace of see ing and
be liev ing. For so many graces, we bless 
the di vine Quinternity!

Ma rie-Paule, re mem ber us when you 
will leave this poor earth on which, lit tle
by lit tle, will be built the new King dom.
July 6, 2007 Sylvie Payeur R.

J.-P. Bélanger
1933-2005

God’s Ways Are Un fath om able
Why did Yahweh let His

peo ple roam for al most a mil -
len nium dur ing which time his -
tory led it from slav ery to slav -
ery, to Bab y lon and in Egypt?
Why did Yahweh let the cho -
sen peo ple, the peo ple of the
prom ise, not know the Son of
the Fa ther, the En voy for the
Re demp tion of hu man ity? An
un fath om able mys tery of di -
vine riches. The mys tery of
God who in ces santly cre ates

his tory right from our sins
which He for gives, for gets and
tran scends through the su per -
abun dance of His grace, for
His grace bound lessly rec re -
ates. The mys tery of God who,
in so do ing, in vites us to col lab -
o rate in His work of sal va tion
and re demp tion.

The ac cep tance of the mys -
tery opens the doors of un der -
stand ing, al low ing the light of
faith and love to man i fest it self. 

The re fusal of the mys tery puts 
up a bar ri cade be fore the
open ing to com pre hen sion
and evo lu tion. Seen from be -
low, God’s pro ject seems to
zig zag and grope as though in
a moonless night with out stars
hid den by the clouds of sin. But 
seen from On-High, God’s pro -
ject is re splen dent with its pre -
cise and lu mi nous con tours.

RE DEMP TION – CO-RE DEMP TION
Two thou sand years ago

and con trary to all ex pec ta -
tions, the mys tery of the Re -
demp tion took place in ob scu -

rity and op pro brium while the
per sons as signed to rep re sent
the law of Mo ses re jected all
pos si bil ity of rec og niz ing the
ve rac ity of Je sus’ mis sion, for
He was con sid ered more as an 
in truder, dis obey ing the Jew -
ish law and the San hed rin, the
Church of that time, in a sense.
An ab so lute re jec tion. A con -
dem na tion with out any pos si -
bil ity of ap peal. Nev er the less,
nei ther Je sus nor the Apos tles
al lowed them selves to be con -
fined within the frame work of
the strict ca non i cal re quire -
ments; they evolved ac cord ing 


