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“We Are Ex com mu ni cated!”
What a strange event, the Cath o lic

Church ex com mu ni cat ing the mem bers
of the Army of Mary! Later, when light
will have been shed for all to see and the
truth better known, the en tire world will
won der how such a thing could have
hap pened.

But what is ex com mu ni ca tion? It is
the fact of ex clud ing a per son – or a
group of per sons – from “com mu nion
with the Church”. In other words, it is de -
clar ing that such and such a per son – or
such a group of peo ple – is no lon ger
Cath o lic in the eyes of the au thor i ties of
the Church and can there fore no lon ger
par tic i pate in the life of the Church with
all that this in volves.

To this point there is noth ing ab nor -
mal: ev ery as so ci a tion of per sons and
ev ery in sti tu tion that ex acts of its mem -
bers that they ad here to spe cific and
well de fined rules and reg u la tions has
the right to ex clude from its ranks any
per son who does not re spect these
rules (af ter an en quiry and con fron ta tion 
if nec es sary). That is the way it is ev ery -
where in the so ci ety of men, as much in
sports or ga ni za tions or clubs as in pro -
fes sional as so ci a tions, as well as within
our dem o cratic gov ern ments.

* * *

Yes, but who can not see that, in the
case of the Church and when it is a mat -
ter of re li gion, things are some what dif -
fer ent? Yet, through out its his tory and
es pe cially dur ing that era of great faith
that was the Chris tian Mid dle Ages, the
Church has of ten had re course to ex -
com mu ni ca tion as the su preme ar gu -
ment to im pose its reg u la tions upon
hum ble folks as well as upon heads of
na tions.

For, at that time, re li gion was not an
empty word. It was an es sen tial el e ment
of one’s life, and one of ten wor ried much 
less about one’s pres ent con di tion than
about one’s eter nal des tiny. Thus, given 
that ex com mu ni ca tion no lon ger per mit -
ted one ac cess to the sac ra ments, such
as sac ra men tal con fes sion and that
men nev er the less knew they were sin -
ners, it was some times per ceived as be -
ing a “one way ticket” to hell, es pe cially
since this lat ter held an im por tant place
in the pop u lar be liefs, and as a re sult,
there was a tre men dous fear of it.

Why re call that? To show the power
that ex com mu ni ca tion had then when
ev ery one in the West was Cath o lic, for it
was a mat ter, then as now, of the se ver -
est pun ish ment which a Cath o lic could
in cur. How ever, it lost some of its power
af ter the dif fer ent Protestant re li gions
came into be ing in the 16th cen tury,
when all the found ers of these re li gions
were ex com mu ni cated in their turn.

* * *

But to day, the ques tion that needs to
be asked is whether or not ex com mu ni -
ca tion can still be considered in the
same light as it was perceived in for mer
times. Of course, it con trib uted to main -
tain ing the Church’s co he sion, and per -
haps, to sav ing the Cath o lic faith, to
bring ing it into this 21st cen tury with all
its gran deur and di vine mis sion. Yes,
but it is pre cisely in this re gard that

things are no lon ger right...
That the Cath o lic Church, as an in sti -

tu tion made up of men charged with
see ing that rules are re spected, should
reach a point of deal ing ruth lessly with
those mem bers that do not re spect the
rules, that is nor mal – at least from its
point of view, for it would still be nec es -
sary that the in ter ven tion be le git i mate
and jus ti fied which, as far as we are con -
cerned, is not re ally the case.

But is it nor mal that the Church
should reach the point of turn ing away
from its fi nal ity that es sen tial part of the
mis sion which Christ en trusted to it?
That is very se ri ous. Thus, the Con gre -
ga tion for the Doc trine of the Faith, fol -
low ing up on the dec la ra tion of Car di nal
Ouellet, Arch bishop of Que bec, and
hav ing re ceived the ap proval of Ben e -
dict XVI, the Sov er eign Pon tiff of the
Cath o lic Church, has pro hib ited thou -
sands of faith ful from re ceiving the sac -
ra ments of the Church and thus
receiving the Body of Christ and His for -
give ness.

* * *

For, if the Eucharistic mir a cle re ally
takes place in the priest’s hands, the fact 
re mains that he is not the one who ac -
com plishes it, but Christ. By what right,
then – and this re gard less of the reg u la -
tion which they use to sup port their de ci -
sion, – can men of the Church pro hibit
thou sands of peo ple from hav ing ac -
cess to the Eu cha rist, peo ple for whom
Christ gave His life and who have done
noth ing more than at tend a cer e mony
dur ing which, for the ma jor ity of them,
they had the pleas ant sur prise of see ing
six in di vid u als of fer their life to es tab lish
God’s reign in our midst?

“This is my Body given up for you,”
Christ said, but to day’s Church says,
“but not for you, the mem bers of the
Army of Mary”! Why? Be cause we be -
lieve in “er ro ne ous doc trines”! But what
does the Church re ally know about
them, since it never wanted to hum ble it -
self enough to lis ten to what God had
nev er the less charged us with tell ing it.
We have be fore us – and we are the wit -
nesses of it – a sort of “re ver sal” of an in -
cred i ble se ri ous ness: what is of pri mary
im por tance – and we can see this – are
the rules of men and not the work of
Christ which is to save souls!

The same is true with re gard to sac ra -
men tal con fes sion. In fact, we all know
that it is not the priest who for gives, but
Christ. There fore, by what right would
any au thor ity what so ever in the Church 
be able to pro hibit thou sands of its mem -

bers from re ceiv ing Christ’s for give ness
of their sins.  

Let us con sider this: whereas Christ
indulgently for gives any one who sins
against Him, the Church, for its part,
does not for give those whom it ac cuses
of hav ing sinned against it, ex cept if they 
re nounce the Lady who has led a great
many of them to the Lord. We reach the
point of ask ing our selves what Christ
the Sav ior, who gave His life for each
one of us, must think of His Church.

* * *

Thus, to in ter vene on a point of law is
one thing (and we could per haps dis -
cuss it), but to pro hibit thou sands of be -
liev ers from re ceiv ing the Body of Christ
and hum bly ob tain ing His for give ness
for their sins, well, that is quite an other
mat ter! Yes, sac ra men tal con fes sion
and the Eu cha rist are pow ers the
Church re ceived from Christ and of
which it is the guard ian, but it is turn ing
them away from their pri mary fi nal ity by
us ing them as weap ons in sup port of ob -
jec tives that are con trary to the Lord’s
will.

In fact, do we not know, for hav ing
seen it so many times, that it is God Him -
self who is guid ing His Work and who
tells Ma rie-Paule what she must do in
or der for it to ad vance. From the mo -
ment that is the case, it is quite ob vi ous
that the Cath o lic Church has just placed
it self in an “un pleas ant po si tion”. It
would have been better to ap ply
Gamaliel’s wise ad vice: “My ad vice is
that you have noth ing to do with these
men. Let them alone. If their pur pose or
ac tiv ity is hu man in its or i gins, it will
destroy 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)

Alas, it would seem that the Church
pre ferred the let ter of its ec cle si as ti cal
laws to the spirit of sal va tion which was
Christ’s in tent twenty cen tu ries ago and
still is to day. Let us re peat it: this is se ri -
ous. And the Church, in lock ing it self in
its “Church logic”, with its se ver ity and
its ob du racy, can not see that the “mys ti -
cism of the King dom” is al ready suc -
ceed ing it, and that this “mys ti cism” is
shat ter ing all the bar ri ers and break ing
through all the bound aries of the past.
Its blind ness is con demn ing it; it has just
pro hib ited its own ac cess to this King -
dom of light and peace which Christ,
through Ma rie-Paule, has come to bring  
to us.
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We ex press our sin cere con do lences to the be reaved fam i lies over the loss of a
loved one. May Chris tian hope, be fore the re al ity of death, bring you con so la -
tion and peace.

IN MEMORIAM
BOUSQUET, Mar gue rite - Brive-la-Gail larde,
France
DUMESNIL, Sr. Marie-Thé rèse - Lac-Etche min
FORTIN, Dia na - La Malbaie
GIGUÈRE, Grégoire - Lac-Etche min
HUPÉ, Rémi - Ga ti neau

LÉPINE, Ro lande - Ter re bonne
PAQUETTE, Alfred - Coa ti co ok
PITRE, Jean nette - La val
POLIQUIN, Ju lienne - Van kleek Hill, ON
ROY, Cécile - Ri mous ki
VEILLETTE, Cécile - St-Lin-des-Lau ren ti des


