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The Truth Has Its Rights

What pre ceded is only one ex am ple
of the de fam a tory let ters which, since
the found ing of the Work, have cir cu -
lated in re li gious cir cles and, from there, 
among the pub lic. How ever, the Lord
has of ten per mit ted that they also fall
into the hands of of fi cers of the Work, in
or der to be able to prove what Ma rie-
Paule had “seen” or “heard” at the time

of the event and of which, on ev ery oc -
ca sion, she in formed her close col lab o -
ra tors.

But what of the ad ver sar ies and of
their ac cu sa tions that have never been
proved? Still to day, false com ments are 
spread un scru pu lously. Last Sep tem -
ber 17, fol low ing the Dec la ra tion of ex -
com mu ni ca tion, Bishop Jean Pelletier,
Chan cel lor of the Di o cese of Que bec,
was in ter viewed by Mr. Yves Houde on

the air of Ra dio Gali lée. At that time,
once again, the facts were pre sented in
an in ex act man ner and false and de -
fam a tory re marks were made.

Sylvie Payeur im me di ately re plied to
those ac cu sa tions, a doc u ment we re -
pro duce be low, fol lowed by the let ter
Fa ther Eric Roy sent to Bishop Pelletier
for mally de mand ing that he prove his
al le ga tions or re tract his state ments.

Sr. Chantal B.

BISHOP JEAN PELLETIER, CHAN CEL LOR OF THE DI O CESE OF QUEBEC

Re plies to the false and de fam a tory re marks made by Bishop Jean Pelletier, 
Sep tem ber 17, 2007, over Ra dio Gal i lée when he was in ter viewed by Yves Houde.

1. Or di na tions con ferred by Pa dre
Jean-Pi erre, foun da tion of the Church
of John

Ac cord ing to Bishop Pelletier: “Fa -
ther Mastropietro was told by the
Found ress of the move ment that he
was the new head of the Church of
John and hence had epis co pal pow -
ers, with out ever hav ing been or -
dained a bishop. And there upon he
him self de cided to pro ceed with the
or di na tion of dea cons, and he or -
dained 6, or di na tions that are ab so -
lutely in valid since he had no power
to con fer them... In the months of
May-June, he went even fur ther; he
or dained priests, and, in ad di tion,
pro claimed a dogma and in ad di tion
to that pro ceeded with a can on iza -
tion... At that point Rome in ter vened,
for the mat ter had gone too far.”

As Pa dre Jean-Pi erre pointed out, if
these or di na tions (as with the dogma
and the can on iza tion) had been acts of
the hu man will, the act of ex com mu ni ca -
tion would be jus ti fied, but that was in no
way the case. It was at God’s re quest
that these or di na tions took place in or -
der to suc cess fully re al ize His plan of
love, of which men are only the exec -
utants.

The Church has re fused this plan of
God. So many times Ma rie-Paule
wanted to give the Work to the Church.
Heaven sought to unite the Church of
Pe ter and the Work which God was pre -
par ing in or der to re gen er ate hu man ity,
but it was al ways re fused. The Army of
Mary and its as so ci ated Works have
been un ceas ingly fought, ca lum ni ated;
ex traor di nary means were used to de -
stroy it, but with out suc cess, for God’s
Works can not be de stroyed. In the face
of the im passe, the di vine or der was to
found the Church of John so that the
Mar ian Work might go for ward in or der
to carry out the di vine wishes.

God is the su preme Head of the
Church and if He de cides to choose a
par tic u lar path, no au thor ity of the
Church is jus ti fied in op pos ing it. To say
that the or di na tions, the dogma, the
can on iza tion are in valid, is to take no
heed of the su pe rior will of God.

The Church of Pe ter is re spon si ble
for the found ing of the Church of John
which is faith ful, in ev ery point, to the
doc trine of the Ro man Cath o lic Church,
but which, in ad di tion ac cepts God’s
plan for our time that is be ing re al ized
through the co-re demp tive mis sion of
the Im mac u late in Ma rie-Paule. This lat -
ter has come, in the name of Mary Im -

mac u late, to pre pare the King dom
prom ised to the earth, thus re al iz ing the
pro phetic book of the Apoc a lypse that
be comes clear be fore our eyes.

2. “Strayings” of the Army of Mary
Ac cord ing to Bishop Pelletier,

“strayings” took place on the part of
the Army of Mary, and this from the be -
gin ning (1971). What “strayings”?

From the very found ing of the Army of 
Mary, Ma rie-Paule knew, through in for -
ma tion from the Lord, that Bishop Lionel
Audet would be “the num ber-one en -
emy” of the Army of Mary (a few months
ago, she un der stood that if the Lord had
an nounced that this bishop would be
en emy num ber “one”, it was be cause
there would be many oth ers... hun dreds?).

Bishop Pelletier de clared that Bishop
Audet had said to Car di nal Roy: “This
as so ci a tion is prop a gat ing fal si ties.”
What fal si ties? The lit tle re view that
was the or gan of in for ma tion of the Army 
of Mary founded in 1971, bore the im pri -
ma tur. The French edi tion of the vol -
umes of Life of Love were pub lished in
1979 and 1980, and it was only in 1985
and 1986 that Marc Bosquart pub lished
works on the per son of Ma rie-Paule.

Car di nal Roy would have “dis so ci -
ated” him self from us, ac cord ing to
Bishop Pelletier. The fact is, Car di nal
Roy met with Ma rie-Paule ev ery year;
he in formed her of the ac cu sa tions
against the Work and, af ter hav ing given 
a ghost of a smile on hear ing those
state ments, our Found ress gave him
proof of the fal sity of the ac cu sa tions.

“Ma rie-Paule Giguère said she
was the re in car na tion of the Blessed
Vir gin, or that was said round about
her and she never de nied it,” Bishop
Pelletier as serted. That is un true; those
were the Lord’s words, set down by obe -
di ence in Life of Love, that in di cate that
Mary is in car nate in Ma rie-Paule who,
for her part, did not un der stand the
mean ing of those di vine words.

Ma rie-Paule has many times re peat ed
that she is the NOTH ING, the ZERO,
through which Mary passes; she al ways 
in sists on say ing that it is Mary who does 
ev ery thing, that it is Her Work, that she
is noth ing but an in stru ment... and that
all of us can, like her, be Mary’s in stru -
ments (such a hu mil ity re veals a per son
who is the op po site of the proud per son
cer tain peo ple are try ing to de pict).

“Car di nal Vachon be gan to have
en qui ries made,” Bishop Pelletier
said. We know the form taken by those
en qui ries, un wor thy of that name: the

com mit tee of en quiry set up by Car di nal
Vachon had as its man date to study
“what was be ing said about the Army of
Mary” and its found ress. He never
sought the truth by in ter ro gat ing rep re -
sen ta tives of the Army of Mary.

3. “Ev ery thing is based on pri vate
rev e la tions”

It is true that, as Bishop Pelletier says,
“Ev ery thing is based on pri vate rev e -
la tions,” just as when Our Lord up lifted
the spirit of the Tem ple of His time in or -
der to have it pass at a su pe rior level.

Ev ery thing is based on Ma rie-
Paule’s mys ti cal life that has been au -
then ti cated by nu mer ous spir i tual di rec -
tors, two of whom gave her the di rec tive
to al ways fol low the or ders from On-
High. “As for you, al ways fol low your an -
gel,” Bishop van Lierde told her. “You
must, in all con science, fol low the in di -
ca tions you re ceive,” Bishop Em ery
Kabongo said to her. More over, the
Lord en dowed Ma rie-Paule with nu mer -
ous charisms that con firm the ho li ness
of her life and the au then tic ity of her
mys ti cal life.

But Bishop Pelletier is in er ror when
he de clares that “noth ing can be
brought for ward to con firm [the] rev -
e la tions” Ma rie-Paule re ceives. On the
con trary, her spir i tual di rec tors and col -
lab o ra tors have con stantly been wit -
nesses to the re al iza tion of in di ca tions
given many years be fore by Heaven. On 
the hu man plane, such a com mu ni ca -
tion be tween Heaven and earth is in con -
ceiv able; it was en tered into more and
more closely, as an in de scrib able pu ri fi -
ca tion took place, to which few souls
would prob a bly have con sented.

Ac cord ing to Bishop Pelletier, the
rev e la tions re ceived by Ma rie-Paule
“de vi ate rad i cally from the doc trine
of the Church”. On the con trary, these
rev e la tions have their source in the Bi -
ble where a mis sion is fore told for the
Woman who is to crush the ser pent (Gn

3:15) af ter have fought it (Apoc 12), a mis -
sion that had not yet been ac com plished 
by Mary Im mac u late.

4. The Lady of All Peo ples
The “so-called ap pa ri tions” of the

Lady of All Peo ples, ac cord ing to Bishop 
Pelletier, have “never been truly au -
then ti cated by the Church, ex cept,
per haps, by the lo cal bishop who
said, ‘Yes, that’s what prob a bly hap -
pened’, but that’s not a very solid
con fir ma tion. And at that mo ment
Ma rie-Paule Giguère took that rev e la -
tion, which was made to Ida Peer -



18    “THE KING DOM”, No. 187, Sep tem ber-October 2007

deman in Am ster dam, and she made
it her own. So the Lady of All Peo ples
was her self.”

First of all, let us point out that a num -
ber of bish ops who suc ceeded one an -
other in the Di o cese of Haarlem-Am -
ster dam gave rec og ni tion to this de vo -
tion. In 1951, Bishop Huibers gave ap -
proval to the prayer; in 1996, Bishop
Bomers and his aux il iary, Bishop Punt,
au tho rized pub lic de vo tion and the rec i -
ta tion of the Lady’s prayer; in 2002,
Bishop Punt, hav ing be come bishop of
the di o cese, rec og nized the su per nat u -
ral char ac ter of the ap pa ri tions of the
Lady.

More over, around the world the
prayer of the Lady of All Peo ples re -
ceived hun dreds of im pri ma turs; it even
re ceived a form of pon tif i cal ap proval
when the Mi li tia of Je sus Christ (which
prop a gated de vo tion to the Lady of All
Peo ples whose pic ture and prayer were
pre sented at the be gin ning of its Con sti -
tu tions) was rec og nized as be ing of
pon tif i cal right in 1982.

The Army of Mary is bound in with the
Lady of All Peo ples, and Heaven has di -
rected ev ery thing so that it should be
thus. In 1977, it was the seeress of the
Lady of All Peo ples, Ida Peerdeman,
who con firmed this fact. Ma rie-Paule
was seated be side her, in the cha pel of
the Lady in Am ster dam, and Ida “saw”
what was like a Hand in di cat ing Ma rie-
Paule while a Voice said, “SHE IS THE
HAND MAID.”

Ma rie-Paule has never at trib uted any 
role what so ever to her self; once again,
it was Heaven that spoke.

5. The Com mu nity of the Sons and
Daugh ters of Mary

“She [Ma rie-Paule] her self de -
cided to found a branch known as the 
Sons of Mary, young men who were
or dained priests in Rome, the first,
iron i cally, by Pope John Paul II, and a
com mu nity of women that is not an
in sti tute of con se crated life.”

Ma rie-Paule did not de cide to found
any thing what so ever; it was on an or der
from Heaven that she pro ceeded to
found the Com mu nity and the other
Works bound in with the Army of Mary.

There is noth ing at all iron i cal about
the fact that Pope John Paul II or dained
the first Son of Mary ready to ac cede to
the priest hood. This Pope was ac -
quainted with the sit u a tion of the Mar ian
Work and, through his ac tions to sup -
port it, he went against the de ci sions of
Car di nal Vachon and many other au -
thor i ties who were seek ing to de stroy
the Com mu nity and the Army of Mary.

As for the Daugh ters of Mary, they re -
ceived, in 1986, an ap proval “ad expe -
rimentum” from Arch bishop Peressin,
Arch bishop of L’Aquila, who had, at that
time, taken the Com mu nity of the Sons
and Daugh ters of Mary un der his pro -
tec tion (to the great dis plea sure of the
Que bec au thor i ties who wanted to pre -
vent the de vel op ment of this Com mu -
nity and the or di na tion of the Sons of
Mary). If the Daugh ters of Mary re ceived 
no fur ther ap proval, it was prob a bly just
as well, given the se ries of events that
be fell the mas cu line branch of the Com -
mu nity.

Bishop Pelletier as serts re gard ing
the Sons of Mary: “They were pretty

much ev ery where in the world, but as 
of the mo ment the Sons of Mary had a 
Pon tif i cal Com mis sioner, that they
were con demned, they were asked to 
get out of the Army of Mary. They re -
fused and there upon they were ‘sus -
pended’... that is to say, they were
for bid den from any min is try in  Ca -
nada. [Arch bishop Prendergast]
was, up un til now, their Pon tif i cal
Com mis sioner, but with this last dec -
la ra tion I have the im pres sion he has
lost his post.”

It is un imag in able that the Sons of
Mary should have been called upon to
quit the Army of Mary and deny their
Found ress.  If those priests were able to
com plete their stud ies for the priest hood 
– in Rome, for there were all kinds of dif -
fi cul ties in Que bec –, it was thanks to the 
fi nan cial sup port from the Army of Mary
and its mem bers who proved to be very
gen er ous. And since the Code of Canon 
Law de mands that re li gious re main
faith ful to the charism of their founder,
such a re quest by the Pon tif i cal Com -
mis sioner was, to say the least, in ap pro -
pri ate.

In Can ada, with the ex cep tion of the
Sons of Mary work ing in the di o ceses of
Cornwall, On tario, and Antigonish,
Nova Sco tia, un der the di rec tion of the
lo cal bishop who was very happy to
profit from their min is try, the Sons of
Mary or dained priests have, for the most 
part, been for bid den the min is try, and
this since the end of the 1980s. That had 
noth ing to do with the ap point ment of a
Pon tif i cal Com mis sioner, which came
about much later.

As for the sec ond Pon tif i cal Com mis -
sioner, Arch bishop Prendergast, he per -
haps “lost his post” as Pon tif i cal
Commis sion er, as Bishop Pelletier re -
mark ed, but he did ob tain the post of
Bishop of Ot tawa, hav ing, up till then, been
the Bishop of Hal i fax in Nova Sco tia.

6. “False doc trine” and “her esy”?
The Chan cel lor of the Di o cese of

Que bec re proaches Pa dre Jean-Pi erre
with hav ing pro mul gated a dogma “that
fi nally has made of fi cial the false
doc trine prop a gated by the Army of
Mary”. Again, that would have been a
rep re hen si ble act if it had not been in di -
cated and pre pared by Heaven.

Com ment ing the words of the
dogma, Bishop Pelletier af firms: “I have 
never seen any where in the dog mas
of the Church that Mary was di vine.”
If that ex pres sion is not found in the dog -
mas, it is, nev er the less, firmly es tab -
lished in the Tra di tion of the Church.
Many au thors speak of the “Di vine
Mary”. And in her ap pa ri tions at Three
Foun tains near Rome, in 1947, Mary
de clared to Bruno Cornacchiola: “I am
she who am in the Di vine Trin ity.”

One day, Arch bishop Peressin asked 
Fa ther Pi erre Mastropietro to sign a
dec la ra tion re ject ing the Co-Re demp -
tion. This lat ter re plied that if one fol -
lowed his logic, all the doc trines that
have been de fined by a dogma would
have been her e sies be fore hav ing been
de fined, whereas the doc trines not yet
of fi cially rec og nized are not nec es sar ily
false.

Apart from the fact that theo log i cal
and dog matic de vel op ment would be
hope lessly blocked; the Holy Spirit

would no lon ger be able to con tinue to
trans mit the Truth re served to dif fer ent
ep ochs, the pre ced ing Truths not be ing
able to sup port them (as Christ an -
nounced to His Apos tles be fore leav ing
them, add ing: “The Spirit of truth will
guide you to all truth”).

The rev e la tion of the Quinternity was
re served for our time, just as the rev e la -
tion of the Trin ity was re served for the
time of Christ. But the rev e la tion He
brought was not ac cepted by the au thor -
i ties of that time, just as is the case to day 
for the rev e la tion of the Quinternity.

An other her esy, ac cord ing to Bishop
Pelletier: “Ac cord ing to them, when
the mem bers of the Army of Mary re -
ceive Com mu nion, they re ceive not
only Christ, they re ceive Ma rie-Paule.”

And yet cer tain mys tics have per -
ceived the pres ence of Mary in the Eu -
cha rist. The last ap pa ri tion of the Lady of 
All Peo ples has the seeress Ida see a
dou ble Pres ence in the Host of Light.
Again, one must not seek to “sti fle the
Spirit”, but study be fore con demn ing.

7. “Schism con sum mated”
Bishop Pelletier ex plains that the

Work has been ac cused of bring ing
about a “schism” be cause “the Church
of John was in sti tuted with Mastro -
pietro as its vis i ble head”. He goes on
to say: “More over, he signs: ‘in the
first year of my spir i tual reign’. At that 
mo ment, the schism was con sum -
mated, that is to say, that the Army of
Mary con sid ers it self as a Church dif -
fer ent from the Ro man Cath o lic Church.”

And yet we still con sider our selves to
be Cath o lics; the Church of John is a flo -
ret of the Church of Pe ter, no point of
whose doc trine does it re ject. That is
why, con trary to what Bishop Pelletier
makes out, our sit u a tion can not be com -
pared with that of Arch bishop Lefebvre
who led the intregrists into a schism by
re ject ing what came af ter the Coun cil.

Bishop Pelletier says of Ma rie-Paule:
“Ev ery time the spir i tual di rec tors
tried to mod er ate her ar dor, her en -
thu si asm, she let them drop and took
oth ers. She’s a per son who does not
want to obey. She main tains she’s
obey ing, but she does not want to.
The mem bers are the same; they
claim they’re obey ing, but they don’t
want to.”

Ma rie-Paule has al ways lived in a he -
roic obe di ence to God’s will, to the di -
vine or ders man i fested to her. And to
obey God she has had to dis obey men... 
but even in this she was still obe di ent to
men by rea son of the di rec tives given
her by Bishop van Lierde and Bishop
Kabongo.

As for the mem bers, they obey the
high est Au thor ity, God, who works
through His faith ful in stru ment, Ma rie-
Paule.

Bishop Pelletier con tin ues, speak ing
of the mem bers: “What was their re ac -
tion to the ex com mu ni ca tion? ‘It’s a
great day of joy; Heaven’s pre dic tion
that Ma rie-Paule would be per se cut ed
has been con firmed.’ Here again
that’s all she has to say. She has
never con sid ered the warn ings of
bish ops as be ing in vi ta tions to
change her di rec tion, to put her self
on the right path, but they have al -
ways been per se cuted... For them,
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when some thing hap pens: “Oh yes,
Ma rie-Paule pre dicted it in 1968, Ma -
rie-Paule pre dicted it in 1952.’ Con se -
quently ev ery thing had al ways been
fore told. Ob vi ously, that is be ing re -
vealed to us now, at the mo ment
things hap pen.”

If Bishop Pelletier knew any thing
about Ma rie-Paule’s mys ti cal life he
would not speak that way. It was in 1958
that the Lord fore told Ma rie-Paule the
cru ci fix ion she would un dergo one day
by the Church, and that was set down in
the first vol ume of Vie d’Amour [Life of
Love] writ ten in 1958 and  pub lished in
1979; so that fact was not re vealed now,
at the mo ment things are tak ing place. It
is the same for the pre dic tions Ma rie-
Paule makes known to her col lab o ra -
tors, of ten years be fore the events come 
to pass.

8. Money again...
In list ing the per sons who are ex com -

mu ni cated by the Church’s Dec la ra tion,
Bishop Pelletier ex plains the mean ing of 
para graph “d”, which is, ac cord ing to
him, the “most ob scure el e ment”. Ac -
cord ing to what he says, “the peo ple
who sim ply as sisted [at the or di na -
tions at Spiri-Maria], in the nave,
there, there is some doubt”, and the
Church, in the case of doubt, “al ways
leans to the side of mercy”. He con tin -
ues:

“To be a mem ber of the Army of
Mary, it is nec es sary... there are cer -
tainly lists of mem bers, be cause
there are ob vi ously those who have
given much money to the Army of
Mary; there are those who have even
sold all their pos ses sions in or der to
give to it... those per sons are of fi -
cially part of the Army of Mary... that
is what that means; they have ap -
proved these schis matic acts and
con tinue to fre quent the move ment.

“Those who are of fi cially rec og -
nized as be ing mem bers of the Army
of Mary and who re ally go there reg u -
larly, they also can in cur ex com mu -
ni ca tion. As for per sons who go there 
per haps twice a year, just to pray, it
can not be said that they form part of
it [the Army of Mary], but it is un der -
stand ably a dan ger to their faith all
the same.”

And the Bishop de clares: “Per sons
youn ger than 16 are not ex com mu ni -
cated, the men tally sick” nei ther. And
sim i larly, “per sons who act through a
se ri ous fear are not ex com mu ni -
cated. I just spoke about per sons
who have given all their for tune to the 
Army of Mary, and who re ally live
there, they no lon ger have any place
else to go. They could not leave it
even if they wanted to; they would be
on the street. Those per sons are not
ex com mu ni cated be cause their con -
di tions are im pos si ble.”

What se ri ous ac cu sa tions, de fam a -
tory in na ture, li a ble to civil le gal ac tion
for dam age to rep u ta tion and ly ing re -
marks! Could Bishop Pelletier name
even one per son who would have given
all their pos ses sions to the Army of
Mary, leaving themself with out a cent?

There were per sons who wanted to
give Ma rie-Paule large sums of money,
which she never ac cepted. Never has

Ma rie-Paule asked for a cent; the Work
does no fund rais ing. Sim i larly, Ma rie-
Paule has re fused to put a col lec tion box 
in the cha pel to re ceive the of fer ings of
the faith ful.

On the other hand, our Found ress is
con stantly giv ing, never touch ing a cent
of the sums that have been given her
and that she gives in to tal ity to the Work.
She de tests money.

Peo ple have left a leg acy to the Army
of Mary, but most of the time Ma rie-
Paule was not in formed of this while
they were liv ing. And what is more, the
goods be queathed to the Work have
some times been offered to the mem -
bers of the de ceased per son’s fam ily.

In the past the me dia has been
obliged to make re trac tions af ter hav ing
spread ab surd, de fam a tory ac cu sa tions 
by which an at tempt was made to liken
the Army of Mary to: 

– a “dis hon est or ga ni za tion” that “ex -
ploits peo ple” (re marks broad cast over
the tele vi sion sta tion Quatre Saisons);

– a “nest of wasps” in which “peo ple are
ha rassed, seized by the throat be cause
of sums of money de manded, tracked
down and who are fright ened” (ar ti cle by 
Fa ther Jean Ravary in L’Informateur
catholique).

TQS made re trac tions as did Fa ther
Jean Ravary and L’Informateur catholique,
for they had no proof for the de fam a tory
re marks about the Army of Mary.

9. The Redemptorists of Sainte-
Anne-de-Beaupré

For the ex com mu ni cated mem bers
of the Army of Mary “it is easy to re turn
to the Church”, Bishop Pelletier said,

re call ing that Car di nal Ouellet has in -
vited them to make their con fes sion to
the Redemptorists of Sainte-Anne-de-
Beaupré.

What is ironic is that the founder of
the Redemptorists, saint Alphonsus de
Liguori, was sub jected to a con dem na -
tion by the Church, pro nounced by the
Holy See against all the Redemptorists
who lived in the King dom of Na ples. The
con dem na tion was lifted only af ter the
death of the holy founder. 

Even if he in curred that con dem na -
tion, Saint Alphonsus is one of the glo -
ries of the Church. An ex tremely pro lific
writer, he con trib uted, through his writ -
ings, to the def i ni tion of the dog mas of
the Im mac u late Con cep tion and that of
the in fal li bil ity of the Pope. In 1871, he
re ceived from Pope Pius IX the ti tle of
Doc tor of the Church. His Moral The ol -
ogy earned him his be ing con se crated
by Pope Pius XII, in 1950, “Pa tron of
con fes sors and mor al ists”. In his writ -
ings he has given the ti tle of Co-Re -
demptrix to Mary more than twenty ti mes;
he has also spo ken of Mary Mediatrix.

“The dis ci ple is not above the Mas -
ter,” and Saint Alphonsus de clared: “If
God’s works are not bat tered by the
winds, they do not take root.”

How deep must be the roots of the
Com mu nity of the Lady of All Peo ples,
con stantly “bat tered by ad verse winds”!
And that tree will one day nour ish the
world with its fruits. That will be the era of 
the King dom opened by the Co-
Redemptrix.

Sept. 18, 2007 Sylvie Payeur R.

Fa ther Eric Roy’s Let ter to 
Bishop Jean Pelletier,

Chan cel lor of
the Di o cese of Que becFr. Eric

Roy
Bishop Jean

Pelletier

La Communauté des Fils de Ma rie

626, route du Sanctuaire, Lac-Etchemin, Qué bec, CAN ADA, G0R 1S0
téléphone & télécopieur: (418) 625-3350 ou (418) 625-3334

courriel: offmericroy@ya hoo.ca

Prot. n. 012/2007

WITH ALL DUE RE SERVES

Sep tem ber 18, 2007

Reg is tered Let ter

Bishop Jean Pelletier
Chan cel lor
Di o cese of Que bec

RE:  Your re marks broad cast over Ra dio Galilée, Sep tem ber 17, 2007, con -
cern ing the Army of Mary and its found ress Marie-Paule Giguère

Your Ex cel lency,

Over the ra dio sta tion Ra dio Galilée, Sep tem ber 17, 2007, in an in ter view
granted Yves Houde, you made de fam a tory and men da cious re marks re gard -
ing the Army of Mary and its found ress Ma rie-Paule Giguère. 

«Totus Tuus»
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You de clared over the air:“Per sons who act through a se ri ous fear are not ex -
com mu ni cated... I just spoke about per sons who have given all their for tune to
the Army of Mary, and who re ally live there, they no lon ger have any place else
to go. They could not leave it even if they wanted to; they would be on the street. 
Those per sons are not ex com mu ni cated be cause their con di tions are im pos si -
ble.”

Could you name even one sin gle per son who would be in that sit u a tion? For
our part, we know no such per son.

For this dec la ra tion and the other men da cious re marks that cause se ri ous prej u -
dice both to the Army of Mary and to its found ress (and that are set down in the
let ters at tached hereto), you would be li a ble to civil ac tion.

But on the ec cle si as ti cal level, Your Ex cel lency, your re marks, that thus tar -
nish the rep u ta tion of a Work and a per son and that are bla tantly lack ing in
truth, char ity and jus tice, are even more se ri ous and un wor thy of a rep re sen ta -
tive of the Church.

Pope Ben e dict XVI in sists so much on the ne ces sity of mak ing the truth
known. Will you have the cour age, Your Ex cel lency, to make it known and to
ef fect the rec ti fi ca tion called for?

Bishop Pelletier, you are, by these pres ents, for mally called upon to re tract the
men da cious re marks you made re gard ing the Army of Mary and its found ress – 
with out any proof of the se ri ous ac cu sa tions you have made.

You would need to act in con se quence.

Fa ther Eric Roy
Su pe rior Gen eral of the Sons of Mary

Cop ies to: Mr. Yves Houde, an i ma tor
Fa ther Denis Veilleux, Gen eral Man ager and Pro gram Di rec tor
for Ra dio Galilée
To whom it may con cern

Ra dio Galilée: a Bla tant In jus tice
On Wednes day, Sep tem ber 19, af ter 

hav ing re ceived Fa ther Eric Roy’s let -
ter, the pro gram host of Ra dio Galilée,
Mr. Yves Houde, sent him an e-mail to
in vite him to come and speak on the air
as part of his pro gram “De pas sage”
(dur ing which pro gram he had in ter ro -
gated Bishop Jean Pelletier two days
ear lier). How ever, Fa ther Eric could not
ac cept the in vi ta tion im me di ately be -
cause he was leav ing the prov ince the
next day for an ap os tolic voy age to Al -
berta, planned sev eral months in ad -
vance. The in ter view, which was to be
re corded be fore be ing broad cast, was
thus re sched uled for the fol low ing
week. It would take place on Sep tem -
ber 26, the day af ter Fa ther Eric’s re -
turn, and would be aired on Sep tem ber
27.

On the ap pointed day, shortly be fore
the in ter view, Fa ther Eric asked Mr.
Houde if he could come to the stu dio
ac com pa nied by an other mem ber of
the Work, Serge Laprise, and that was
im me di ately ac cepted.

How ever, when Fa ther Eric and
Serge ar rived at the ra dio sta tion, Mr.
Houde, while be ing very cor dial, im me -
di ately set con di tions to their meet ing.
He was giv ing the mem bers of the Army 
of Mary the pos si bil ity of ex press ing
them selves, but he did not want the
con ver sa tion to deal with the in ter view

he had had with the
Chan cel lor, Bishop Pel -
letier.

This was a re gret ta ble
tac tic in the sense that it
gave free rein to the lies
and cal um nies spread
the pre vi ous week: by not 
re spond ing to them, the
Army of Mary left the im -
pres sion that it had noth ing to say on
the mat ter. The kind of bla tant in jus tice
we have been used to en dur ing for
years.

And who pre pared this in ter view “so
care fully”? The ques tions dealt with
sub jects that were too broad, raised
out side of any con text and with out any
log i cal or der. They fol lowed one an -
other so rap idly that Fa ther Eric could
not re ply to them fully. Thus, each
ques tion turned into a trap set for the
Fa ther.

To this day, Sep tem ber 30, the in vi -
ta tion ad dressed to Fa ther Eric to go to
Ra dio Galilée has been the only “reply”
from the Chan cel lor of the di o cese to
the for mal de mand made of him that he
needed to prove his ac cu sa tions or re -
tract his state ments.

Sr. Chantal Buyse
Sep tem ber 30, 2007

In Op po si tion to
the Au thor ity?...

In the book L’Évangile de Pa dre Pio
(Médiaspaul), Renzo Allegri wrote:

“Very few mas ters teach that the spir i -
tual life is not es tab lished ac cord ing to pre -
set di a grams, the same for all. In gen eral,
spir i tual di rec tors are afraid of free dom, in -
di vid u al ism, and preach ab so lute obe di -
ence. Of course, obe di ence to the le git i -
mate au thor ity ren ders ev ery thing sim pler
and eas ier for the per son ex er cis ing it. But
it ‘stan dard izes’ the growth of per sons.

“Ev ery hu man be ing is unique in the
uni verse, ev ery hu man be ing is a son of
God. He has a “name”, the mean ing of
which only God knows. Be tween him and
the Fa ther, there ex ists a vi tal re la tion ship, 
a di a logue that serves to clar ify that name,
to set out a path in or der to reach the goal
that name in di cates. No ex ter nal event, no 
pre cept, not a sin gle per son can dis rupt
this di a logue and this jour ney.

“The Spirit is the first teacher, the first
guide of per sons. He is the one who
speaks and who acts in the in ti macy of
con sciences, and it is fun da men tal that
one fol low His in spi ra tions in or der to be
gen u inely able to ad vance in the spir i tual
life and to bring to ful fill ment this mas ter -
piece of unique ness God has placed in the 
be ing of each of His chil dren.

“It of ten hap pens, in the lives of the
saints, that they find them selves in op po -
si tion to the au thor i ties to whom they are
sub or di nate. It even seems some times
that they “are dis obey ing”. In re al ity, that is 
not ex actly the case. They are fol low ing
the in spi ra tions with which the Spirit is
prompt ing their con science. They act with
pru dence, do cil ity, gen tle ness, but they
are un able to get away from the call ings of
the Spirit. They feel this is the most ap pro -
pri ate way to reach the goal. The au thor i -
ties, the spir i tual di rec tors and the con fes -
sors are called to col lab o rate with the
Spirit and not to take His place.

“It would seem that sev eral times dur -
ing his life, the blessed [Pa dre Pio] found
him self in con flict with his su pe ri ors. Some 
of them, es pe cially his con fes sor and his
spir i tual di rec tor, who lived with him and
could ver ify his con duct ev ery day, had un -
der stood that he was called to a great mis -
sion and they sought to sup port the di rec -
tives the Spirit as cribed to Pa dre Pio’s
con science. Oth ers, on the other hand,
such as the Pro vin cial Su pe ri ors or the Su -
pe ri ors Gen eral and the ec cle si as ti cal au -
thor i ties who lived far away from him,
treated him in a bu reau cratic man ner and
wanted to make him fit within their cri te ria.
Meet ing with re sis tance, they fought back
with per se cu tions, con dem na tions and
se ri ous dis ci plin ary mea sures usu ally re -
served to re bel lious or apos tate re li gious.

“Pa dre Pio’s ex is tence is filled with such
con flicts. On nu mer ous oc ca sions, he found
him self in dis agree ment with his Su pe ri -
ors, to fol low in stead the dis po si tions he
felt within him self. This op po si tion made him
suf fer, but it led him to al ways give greater
im por tance to the voice of his con science,
thus pro vid ing a teach ing that was del i cate,
dif fi cult to un der stand, but fun da men tal.

“The ma jor ity of spir i tual di rec tors de -
mand that the souls they guide obey them
to the let ter. They re quire an ab so lute obe -
di ence, and, in do ing so, ex clude the fact
that the in te rior di a logue be tween the per -
son and the Spirit liv ing in it may some -
times have ob jec tives that they are un -
aware of. They ac cus tom peo ple to turn
their at ten tion from this di a logue, in or der
sim ply to fix it on the ex ter nal guides.

“That is a ques tion able prac tice which
could even be come dan ger ous, for it mor -
ti fies the cre ativ ity that springs from lis ten -
ing to the Spirit and dries up the habit of an
in te rior di a logue with the Spirit who is the
source of life.” (pp. 92-93) S.P.R.

Sr. Chantal
Buyse




