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CA THOL I CISM AND TRUTH
On Sep tem ber 17, 2007, Bishop

Jean Pelletier, Chan cel lor for the Arch -
di o cese of Que bec re plied to the ques -
tions put to him by the jour nal ist Yves
Houde on the air of Ra dio Galilée.

With out a doubt, af ter such a blast
against the Work of the Lady, many ex -
pla na tions would have to be given and
many mis takes rec ti fied. But one point
in par tic u lar catches our at ten tion with
Bishop Pelletier, and that is the con fu -
sion which seems to ex ist, in his faith,
his mind and his words, be tween Ca -
thol i cism (in the tra di tional sense) and
the truth. The same “phe nom e non” was
ap par ent in the writ ings of other of fi cers
of the Church, and par tic u larly in a let ter
from Arch bishop Prendergast (see “Re -
ply to Arch bishop Prendergast”, avail able on
our web site: www.communaute-dame.
qc.ca/actualite_Royaume amour/RAV-Mgr
Prendergast_Marc Bosquart_AN.htm ).

In fact, it is even some thing con sis -
tent, a gen eral rule within the Church
that there does not come to the mind of
its au thor i ties that the ideas of Ca thol i -
cism and of truth might not be com -
pletely syn on y mous! (And we are
speak ing here, ob vi ously, of Ca thol i -
cism as it has al ways been un der stood
by the Cath o lic Church es tab lished
through out the world.)

Thus, with re gard to the “doc trines”
(and that is their word) which are pres -
ently de vel op ing within the Work of the
Lady, Bishop Pelletier does not ask him -
self, for one mo ment, if there is a pos si -
bil ity that they may be true or even if per -
haps they could even tu ally con tain even 
a hint of truth. No, be cause they are not
in con for mity with “of fi cial” Ca thol i -
cism,they can only be false in ev ery re -
gard.

The con vic tion that he and all those
like him have that they are the only ones
who are in pos ses sion of the truth leads

them to au to mat i cally re ject with out any
pos si bil ity of ap peal what they per ceive
to be in com pat i ble with their ideas. How
can we call this ten dency to at trib ute to
one self alone the pos ses sion of truth?
What is more, they act this way with out
even re al iz ing that it means they make
ab so lutes of con sid er ations which are
of ten hu man and have some times only
a far-re moved re la tion with the Spirit
“who spoke through the proph ets”.

In mat ters of re li gion, dog mas and
rites, it is dan ger ous to think that one is
in the truth in its fi nal form, set for ever.
There is noth ing that makes it eas ier to
be blind be fore new truths that God may
think ap pro pri ate to re veal to men. And
is it not fool ish to think that God would
have said it all, that He would no lon ger
have any thing es sen tial to tell us and
that, as a con se quence, any one who
may have orig i nated an “idea” that is
even slightly new can only be quite to -
tally wrong.

We find this con cept in most re li -
gions, but es pe cially in Ca thol i cism, and 
therein lies the prob lem. In fact, the
same Spirit can not in spire the di rec tors
of a Work and those that con demn it.
Now – and this is so easy to prove! – the
Spirit is openly guid ing the Work of the
Lady day af ter day (as He did at the be -
gin ning of the Church and as He has al -
ways done un til the Church turned away 
from Him).

Could it be, then, that Ca thol i cism
was willed by God, not to be im mu ta ble
for ever and ever, but to guide hu man ity
dur ing the two thou sand years of the
Chris tian era? And could it be that, now,
the time has come to make way for that
which will be the faith of the fu ture: a
step for ward in the light that in te grates
the new Rev e la tion, fus ing it with the old
one in or der to lead “all peo ples” to the
King dom in which ev ery thing will be

trans formed?
That, the Cath o lic

Church as we know it
does not al low, for the
search for and the
spread ing of the truth is
no lon ger, un for tu nately, 
its pri mary ob jec tive.
The Church does not
ask it self if God could
have spo ken to Ma rie-
Paule and guided her in the run ning of
His Work – it has de creed that He can -
not do so! And this leads to sur pris ing
be hav iors. Just one ex am ple, but an im -
pres sive one: Ma rie-Paule wrote that
God had in formed her (al most fifty years 
ago at a time when noth ing would have
in di cated this) that the bish ops would
con demn her one day, but the bish ops,
as they con demn her, do not even re al -
ize that they them selves are in the pro -
cess of ful fill ing what she had an -
nounced!

So much blind ness! As though their
in tel li gence has been re duced as they 
re duce God to their hu man ca pac ity to
un der stand His Be ing and His Ac tion.
That is a se ri ous warn ing for all of us.
Thus, re li gion, when it closes it self in on
it self, can some times lead us dan ger -
ously far from God rather than lead ing
us to Him.

For Ca thol i cism is not a end, but a
means. We are not born on this earth for
the pur pose of be com ing Cath o lics; we
are born for the pur pose of as cend ing to
God. Re li gions are means of fered to us,
and up to this point, Ca thol i cism has al -
ways been the most ap pro pri ate one
among them. But above Ca thol i cism,
there is the truth, in ac cor dance with
what Je sus Christ Him self de clared; “I
am the way, and the truth, and the life”
(Jn 14:6). If the de vel op ment of the truth
can not be as sured by Ca thol i cism as it
is now, then God has no other choice but 
to give rise to a re li gion that will give Him
glory rather than de ny ing His in ter ven tion.

Sep tem ber 24, 2007 Marc Bosquart

Marc
Bosquart

“A Reg is tered Let ter”
In the af ter noon of Fri day, Oc to ber 5, Fa ther Eric Roy 

re ceived an e-mail from the sec re tary of Mr. Huot, a law -

yer, in form ing him that a let ter had been sent him on the
same day by reg is tered mail, in re ply to his for mal de -
mand of Sep tem ber 18. At tached to the e-mail, the sec re -
tary in cluded a copy of the reg is tered let ter.

Que bec, Oc to ber 5, 2007

REG IS TERED LET TER

WITH ALL DUE RE SERVES

Fa ther Eric Roy, Su pe rior Gen eral
The Com mu nity of the Sons of Mary
626, route du Sanctuaire
Lac-Etchemin (Que bec)   G0R 1S0

RE: Our file: 1030727

Fa ther Roy,

We rep re sent the in ter ests of Bishop Jean Pelletier, Chan -
cel lor of the Di o cese of Que bec, and we wish to re ply to the
for mal de mand you sent him on Sep tem ber 18, 2007. In that
let ter, you claim that our cli ent made de fam a tory and men da -
cious re marks with re gard to the Army of Mary and its found -
ress, Mrs. Ma rie-Paule Giguère.

First of all, we would like to note the fol low ing. As far as we
know, you are not a law yer reg is tered among the mem bers of 
our or der. Now, you or dered our cli ent to re tract his com -
ments, first of all  with re gard to a moral per son whom you 

your self de scribe as be ing the Su pe rior Gen eral, and also
with re gard to a phys i cal per son, Mrs. Ma rie-Paule Giguère.
We are of the opin ion that you can not leave the im pres sion
that you are act ing in jus tice on be half of Mrs. Giguère, for, in
so do ing, you are trans gress ing the law and the reg u la tions
of the bar, the right to rep re sent a third party in such cir cum -
stances be ing re served solely to the mem bers of the Or der of 
Bar ris ters. The Que bec Bar will have to look into your man -
ner of act ing.

On the main is sue, our po si tion is the fol low ing. As you are
aware, on March 26, 2007, His Em i nence Car di nal Marc
Ouellet, Arch bishop of Que bec, ad dressed a dec la ra tion to
all the faith ful of the di o cese con cern ing the sta tus, the ac tiv i -
ties and the works as so ci ated with your move ment, the Army
of Mary. Car di nal Ouellet de clared:

“Those re spon si ble for the Army of Mary have ex cluded
them selves from the com mu nion of the Cath o lic Church...
The Army of Mary has clearly and pub licly be come a schis -
matic com mu nity and, as such, a non-Cath o lic as so ci a tion.
Its par tic u lar teach ings are false and its ac tiv i ties are not able 
to be fre quented nor sup ported by Cath o lics.”

On July 11, 2007, the Con gre ga tion for the Doc trine of the
Faith, un der the sig na ture of the Pre fect, Car di nal Wil liam
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Levada and of the Sec re tary, His Ex cel lency Angelo Amato,
made known in a dec la ra tion, among other things, that the
mem bers of your move ment and its as so ci ated works, hav -
ing ad hered to the schis matic acts de scribed therein were
them selves “in schism and, there fore, they have in curred an
ex com mu ni ca tion latae sententiae”.

It was within that con text and for the pur pose of ex plain ing to
the pop u la tion of the di o cese the scope and the lim i ta tions of
these of fi cial acts of the Church that the Chan cel lor of the di -
o cese felt it was nec es sary to par tic i pate in a pro gram aired
on “Ra dio Galilée” on Sep tem ber 17, 2007. In a com men tary
that was quite mod er ate and re spect ful of ev ery one, our cli -
ent summed up the de ci sions taken by the ec cle si as ti cal au -
thor i ties and the mo tives that un der lay them. Fur ther more,
he men tioned that, in spite of the gen eral na ture of the terms
used, cer tain ex cep tions stip u lated in canon law were ap pli -
ca ble.

Thus, the fol low ing re main in com mu nion with the Church,
those per sons who, ac cord ing to canon 1323, vi o lated a law
or a pre cept while be ing forced to do so by “grave fear”. From
his knowl edge of canon law, the Chan cel lor was quite right to 
men tion that cer tain per sons hav ing given the near to tal ity or
the to tal ity of their pos ses sions to your or ga ni za tion may be
led to re main as mem bers of an or gan ism they know to be
schis matic with out in cur ring the sanc tions of the Church. It
would seem to us that, once again, this is the ex pres sion of a
great in dul gence on the part of the Church and the ec cle si as -
ti cal au thor i ties, which you your self should rec og nize as
such, and yet you are op posed to it.

We have read at ten tively the pseudo ref u ta tion of our cli ent’s
re marks that a cer tain Mrs. Sylvie Payeur-Raynauld gave.
This text en ti tled “Re plies to the false and de fam a tory re -
marks made by Bishop Jean Pelletier”, ap pears to us to be,
with out a doubt, a re it er a tion of the schis matic and he ret i cal
re marks made by your move ment which Car di nal Ouellet
and the Vat i can have de nounced. We have no in ten tion of
mak ing a com plete anal y sis of them here, but as an ex am ple, 
we will con sider only topic 4 en ti tled “The Lady of All Peo -
ples” in which, af ter hav ing men tioned the of fi cial rec og ni -
tions the de vo tion to the Lady of All Peo ples would have re -
ceived, it is writ ten on page 4 that:

“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.”

In 2004, Car di nal Ouellet wished to ver ify with the bishop of
Haarlem-Am ster dam, Bishop Josef M. Punt, if some sort of
rec og ni tion of your move ment could be im plied from the re -
marks made by the seeress Ida Peerdeman. The com mit tee
re spon si ble there for what con cerns the Lady of All Peo ples
con firmed that Ida Peerdeman never said a word or made
any al lu sion to Mrs. Ma rie-Paule Giguère, and to sum it up, it
con cluded the fol low ing with re gard to your move ment:

“It is not with out im por tance to men tion the fact that the Foun -
da tion is dis tanc ing it self from the or ga ni za tion of Ma rie-
Paule Giguère and its ac tiv i ties, and even that it does not
have nor does it wish to have any thing to do with this or ga ni -
za tion.”

There fore, your claims re gard ing the links that ex ist be tween
the seeress Ida Peerdeman, your move ment and your found -
ress mis lead the Chris tian com mu nity.

We con clude the fol low ing: our cli ent acted in good faith; he
in formed the com mu nity of be liev ers of the se ri ous con se -
quences your ac tions and those of your move ment brought
upon you, and noth ing can be re proached him.

We warn you that any pro ceed ings you may un der take will
be duly con tested and, in our opin ion, are doomed to fail. If
you in sti tute such pro ceed ings, we also in tend to ask the tri -
bu nal not only to re ject these lat ter but also that you and your
move ment be con demned to pay all the ex tra ju di cial fees for
abuse of pro ceed ings.

Sin cerely,

STEIN MONAST S.E.N.C.R.L.

per:

HL/lp

cc: Bishop Jean Pelletier

Louis Huot

The Spurned Truth... Will One Day Be Un con tested!
Once upon a time in a far-off re gion,

there was a group of farm ers who
wanted to take up again whole some
prac tices with the goal of re spect ing na -
ture as a whole even more. They had
been made alive to this through eco log i -
cal “di sas ters” and the dis ap point ments
that came with a re lent less and stren u -
ous cul ti va tion which, sooner or later,
was doomed to fail, and they re mem -
bered the suc cess and the in cred i ble
har vests their an ces tors had had. So
they de cided to lis ten to their con -
science so as al ways to act prop erly by
re spect ing the laws of na ture and by fol -
low ing the valu able ad vice of a good
and wise Pa tri arch who was ex cep tional 
for his vir tues, his knowl edge and his
clear-sight ed ness. Not only was ev ery -
thing this Pa tri arch an nounced con -
stantly borne out, but more than that,
when the farm ers put into prac tice his ju -
di cious ad vice, they saw their crops and
their lives pos i tively trans formed. The
la bor was not any less dif fi cult for these
farm ers, but the re sults, the peace and
har mony re sult ing for them selves and in 
their en tire en vi ron ment con firmed that
they were fol low ing the right track both
to pro vide for their needs as well as to
re main in har mony with na ture.

How ever, one day, they were ac -
cused of no lon ger re spect ing the “mod -

ern” or “cur rent” ag ri cul tural prac tices,
and so it was that hos tile farm ers, zeal -
ous un ions and gov ern ment min is ters
be gan to get in volved in the sit u a tion for
the pur pose of bring ing to a halt this
“new prac tice” adopted by these farm -
ers of good faith (this prac tice was not, in 
fact, com pletely new, but was founded
on bases that had been rec og nized from 
all time). So they were ac cused of “dis -
turb ing the hab its” and even of rep re -
sent ing a dan ger for all the ag ri cul ture in
the re gion. The grum bling grew to such
an ex tent that an in flu en tial con sul tant in 
ag ri cul ture came for ward to warn the
pop u la tion. De spite the fact that he
knew very lit tle about the group of farm -
ers and their man ner of pro ceed ing, he
voiced very neg a tive opin ions in their re -
gard. He even went so far that he dared
make fal la cious re marks, with out ob vi -
ously hav ing any ev i dence to sup port
his state ments, with the re sult that his
opin ions and com ments were al ways in -
creas ingly fur ther re moved from the
truth. So the peo ple who had lis tened to
this con sul tant were led astray; doubt
had been sown, the truth had been ma -
nip u lated so that a large ma jor ity of the
pop u la tion be gan think ing that these
farm ers were vic tims un der the in flu -
ence of a crazy old man when, in re al ity,
it was quite the con trary. The good Pa tri -

arch was only giv ing good ad vice, leav -
ing the farm ers al ways quite free and
with out ever ask ing for any thing in re -
turn. It was the farm ers who, filled with
grat i tude, spon ta ne ously spoke of his
gen er os ity in their fa vor.

So, our group of wronged farm ers
quite nat u rally asked that the truth be re-
es tab lished and hence forth re spected.
It was a very sim ple re quest that would
take up only a few sec onds of the con -
sul tant’s time. It was sim ply a mat ter of
tell ing the truth to the pop u la tion,
namely, that none of the farm ers had
been forced to fol low the Pa tri arch’s ad -
vice and they could all freely choose the
way they would cul ti vate, which was
con trary to what he had pre vi ously de -
clared with au thor ity but which was not
in con for mity with the truth. It would all
have been so easy!

But he chose in stead – and no one
knows why – to com pli cate the sit u a tion. 
He did not take into con sid er ation the re -
quest that had been made of him and
sought as sis tance from for eign ers,
even more in flu en tial, whom he hoped
would be able to de fend him but who
were even less in formed on the sub ject
be ing dealt with. These lat ter re plied to

by Fa ther Eric ROY
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the farm ers by means of a pre sen ta tion
men tion ing an ir reg u lar ity in pro ceed -
ings, prof fer ing threats against them
and seek ing by all means to frighten
them, all the while for get ting the es sen -
tial thing that had been re quested at the
be gin ning, that is, sim ply re-es tab lish -
ing the truth of the facts. One could un -
der stand noth ing of their dis course. And 
it was quite sur pris ing, com ing from in -
flu en tial and in tel li gent in di vid u als, for,
or di narily, even a child is able to un der -
stand that one must tell the truth.

In spite of ev ery thing, the good farm -
ers con tin ued to de fend their method of
cul ti va tion for a long time, and lit tle by lit -
tle the pop u la tion un der stood and saw
with its own eyes the ben e fits of this ag -
ri cul tural prac tice that re spected the
laws of na ture. The other peo ple also
adopted a way of life that was closer to
this lat ter, for the greater hap pi ness of
ev ery one, and all were amazed and re -
joiced.

The story does not say what hap -
pened to the con sul tant, the un ions and
the gov ern ment min is ters. Some think
that a few of them, af ter hav ing un der -
stood where the truth lay, fi nally ral lied
them selves be hind the good cause.
Oth ers, on the con trary, say that they all
ob sti nately re fused to see the ex cel lent
and abun dant fruit which al lowed the
peo ple in that re gion to live har mo ni -
ously in a lit tle cor ner of par a dise. Per -
haps we will find again, some day, the

miss ing part of this story in or der to be
able to tell you about it. All we know for
the mo ment is that the tac tics and strat a -
gems used by these peo ple dur ing this
ep i sode were nei ther glo ri ous nor even
re spect ful. On their part, it was even
quite frankly ig no min i ous.

This par a ble does not tell us ei ther
what fi nally be came of the good and
wise Pa tri arch with his many tal ents. But 
the farm ers were con vinced, in the very
depths of their be ing, for they had rec og -
nized in him the Truth, that he would al -
ways be there to guide them and help
them to make of this part of the coun try
not only a blessed and pro tected land,
but also a sign and a model for all the
per sons of good will amid all the peo ples 
of the earth.

* * *
The Truth is in tended to en lighten the

in tel li gence and to be known by all. Even 
if, at times, some  gravely of fend it
shame lessly, it al ways ends up by be ing 
vic to ri ous and be ing re vealed for all to
see. Thus, in this case as in the oth ers, it
will re cover its rights force fully and au -
thor i ta tively, to the great shame of its de -
trac tors and the amaze ment of its de -
fend ers.

The re cent events sur round ing the
dec la ra tion of ex com mu ni ca tion of the
mem bers of the Army of Mary are help -
ing us to un der stand the mag ni tude of
the strug gle and the cleanup that must
pre cede the era of peace an nounced in

the Apoc a lypse as well as in the mes -
sages of the Lady of All Peo ples. That
time will be the time of the King dom: it
has be gun, yes, but it must still be fully
es tab lished so that Christ the King may
reign in all hearts and over the en tire
world. Saint Paul de fines this King dom
in very sim ple and clear words: 

“THE KING DOM is... a mat ter... of jus -
tice, peace, and the joy that is given BY
THE HOLY SPIRIT.” (Rom 14:17)

Yes, may the True Spirit come
quickly, for when we see how badly off
our world is, we must re ally hope for a
rad i cal change!

If, for the mo ment, peo ple, by spurn -
ing the truth, do not want to ren der jus -
tice to the Work, let us re ply with our per -
se ver ance which rests on the cer tainty
of the forth com ing vic tory of the Im mac -
u late. Let us not stop fight ing; let us be
wit nesses of the truth. If the Evil One at -
tempts to in ces santly claw at us, let us
whole heart edly in voke the Im mac u late
who is to crush his head. We must con -
tinue the good fight with cour age so that
the proph ecy from the Book of Isa iah
may be ful filled:

“Ob serve what is right, 
do what is just;

for my sal va tion is about to come...
For my house shall be called

a house of prayer 
FOR ALL PEO PLES!” (Is 56:1,7)

Fa ther Eric Roy, O.FF.M.

“Pseudo” Schis matic Mem bers
Fol low ing the of fi cial con dem na tion

of the Com mu nity of the Lady of All Peo -
ples and its mem bers by the Con gre ga -
tion for the Doc trine of the Faith, we are
forced to re al ize that there is a fresh out -
break of cer tain ex pres sions which had
al most dis ap peared both in ec cle si as ti -
cal and me dia cir cles. These ex pres -
sions are the fol low ing:
– “ex com mu ni ca tion latae sententiae”
– “schis matic move ment” or “schis matic 
or gan ism”
– “con sum mated schism”
– “he ret i cal doc trine” or “false doc trine”
– “so-called or di na tions” or “pseudo-or -
di na tions” or even “in valid or di na tions”
– “pseudo-ref u ta tion”, “re it er a tion of
schis matic and he ret i cal state ments” (in 
ref er ence to the re spect ful and per ti nent 
re plies of Mrs. Sylvie Payeur Raynauld
pub lished af ter the com ments made by
Bishop Jean Pelletier on Sep tem ber 17,
2007, dur ing a broad cast by Ra dio
Galilée).

At a time when we so of ten hear
speak of the right to free dom of ex pres -
sion and com pro mises (be they rea son -
able or not) and where, for de cades es -
pe cially in the ec cle si as ti cal cir cles of
Que bec, so lit tle at ten tion has gen er ally
been paid to or tho doxy, it is nev er the -
less as ton ish ing to see so many voices
sud denly raised with re gard to the Army
of Mary. Some claim to have both the
right to speak out and the right to muz zle 
the rep re sen ta tives of the Work, while
oth ers as sume the power and the right
to rec og nize what is “right” and to con -
demn what is “wrong”, to dis tin guish be -
tween what is “true” and what is “false”,
and there fore what is “au then tic” and
what is “schis matic”.

But what is most strik ing is that, in a
world which con sid ers it self to be so ad -

vanced in knowl edge, re search tools
and means of com mu ni ca tion, it is nec -
es sary to have re course so of ten to the
pre fix “pseudo” in or der to de fine a re al -
ity about which many de trac tors of the
Work, in fact, know very lit tle, if any thing
at all, ex cept for all the hear say.

The pre fix “psuedo” which co mes
from the Greek “pseudos” which means
“false, de ceiv ing, ly ing” is used to form a
large num ber of words in to day’s lan -
guage. In most cases, “pseudo” means
“that is falsely, that is to be taken for...,
that wants to be taken for...”.

In the case of the in ter ven tions re -
cently made against the Work, the use
of the pre fix “pseudo” added to such
words as “or di na tions” and “ref u ta tion”,
to men tion only those, lacks strict ness
and is cer tainly not im bued with kind -
ness.

What is par a dox i cal, un der the cir -
cum stances, is the fact that both in the
ec cle si as ti cal mi lieu and the lay world,
there is such a con cern for or tho doxy
with re gard to the Army of Mary, when,
for many peo ple even within the Church
the idea of or tho doxy is com pletely out -
dated, to the point of hav ing be come a
topic that is al most ta boo.

The ac cu sa tion of schism or her esy
brought against the Com mu nity of the
Lady of All Peo ples and its mem bers is
so com pletely con trary to the truth that it
is per mis si ble to ask one self if all these
pro ceed ings set in mo tion by cer tain ec -
cle si as ti cal au thor i ties (in par tic u lar,
those who are closely  linked to the man -
date of the last Pon tif i cal Com mis sioner
for the Sons of Mary) were not, in fact, a
means of at tempt ing to ex on er ate the
Church of Pe ter for hav ing re jected the
di vine plan of the Co-Re demp tion and
there fore, in a cer tain sense, for its own

schism in re gard to this
lat ter. 

Some might claim
that this state ment is an
ex ag ger a tion, even gra -
tu itous. And yet, as of
1992, Arch bishop Mario
Peressin him self had an
in kling, at least par tially,
of the im por tance of the
spir i tual com bat be ing
waged within the Church at that time
and what was a stake in this bat tle.

At that time, fol low ing the pub li ca tion
of Marc Bosquart’s ar ti cle en ti tled “In
Honor of the Co-Redemptrix” in Le
Royaume, no. 88, of July-Au gust 1992.
Arch bishop Peressin, quite put out by
this ar ti cle by Marc, told me of his con -
cern and asked me what I thought of its
con tent. Be fore my fa vor able ap pre ci a -
tion of it, he re plied that he could not see
how, as a Son of Mary, this could con -
cern me. 

In my poor words, I then at tempted to
ex plain to the Arch bishop that the mys -
tery of the Co-Re demp tion as Marc had
ex plained it was indissociable from the
life of our Found ress, and con se quently, 
it was an in te gral part of all the spir i tu al -
ity of the Work and the Com mu nity. 

Ob vi ously ir ri tated by my an swer,
Arch bishop Pe ressin, stand ing, then
force fully thumped my desk with his fist
and shouted: “You do not un der stand
that the Holy See wishes, at all costs, to
avoid a schism with the Ca na dian Epis -
co pal Con fer ence?!”

I spon ta ne ously an swered him: “But,
Your Ex cel lency, don’t you think the
schism has al ready been con sum mated 
in Que bec?! The only thing is that it is n’t
out in the open!”

“That’s none of your busi ness,” Arch -

Pa dre
Jean-Pierre
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bishop Peressin
con cluded. “Very
well, Your Ex cel -
lency,” I re -
sponded, and I
did not say any
more.

Ef fec tively, the
schism of the Ca -
na dian bish ops
and more par tic u -
larly of the bish -
ops of Que bec,
was and re mains

the busi ness of the Ro man Cu ria. It is a
del i cate sit u a tion for the Holy See
which, for years, has sought to no avail
to find a so lu tion of epis co pal com mu -
nion with the Ca na dian Epis co pal Con -
fer ence. It could nei ther solve nor dis -
sim u late the dis sen sions on the level of
the faith that were brought to the fore,
quite in vol un tarily, by the mere pres -
ence of the Army of Mary whose fi del ity
to Rome and to the Pope con sti tuted a
con tin u ous call ing into ques tion for the
Que bec bish ops and, for Rome, an em -
bar rass ing voice cry ing out in the
desert.

Be ing un able to find a so lu tion to the
dis si dence of the Ca na dian Epis co pal
Con fer ence, Rome chose not only to
sac ri fice a Work of God raised by
Heaven to cause the Ser pent to lift its
head and have it crushed by Mary, but
also to ally it self to the Epis co pal Con fer -
ence, with the re sult that it let the Grace
vis it ing the world in this time of the Co-
Re demp tion pass it by.

This schism, which was al ready “con -
sum mated” by cer tain Ca na dian ec cle -
si as ti cal au thor i ties, has now been rat i -
fied by Rome through the of fi cial con -
dem na tion of the mys tery of “Celle” who
once was Mary and who is our Co-

Redemptrix, our Mediatrix and our Ad -
vo cate.

Be fore this mys tery which is be ing re -
al ized at the time of an end, re deemed
hu man ity is in vited to rec og nize in the
bap tism an nounced by the late Fa ther
Philippe Roy, the first Mar ian Fa ther, to
Mother Paul-Ma rie on De cem ber 30,
2005, the blessed ad vent of the new
Church within which the first child, the lit -
tle Sara, would be bap tized the fol low ing 
Jan u ary 1.

While mak ing all due al low ances, this 
bap tism in di cated by Heaven fits in with
the Pre sen ta tion of Je sus in the  Tem ple
when the el derly Sim eon proph e sied
that He would be a sign of con tra dic tion.

As proof, here is the full ac count of
this ce les tial in ter ven tion by Fa ther
Philippe, the last part of which Mother
Paul-Ma rie had kept se cret un til now,
out of hu mil ity and thought ful ness:

“YVAN’S CHILD IS TO BE BAP TIZED
HERE, AT SPIRI-MARIA. THEN, SOON, IT
WILL BE IN SCRIBED IN THE REG IS TER
OF THE NEW CHURCH. THE OTHER IS
AL READY SCHIS MATIC.”

“THE OTHER IS AL READY SCHIS -
MATIC...” Thus, fif teen years af ter Arch -
bishop Peressin had an nounced the
schism of the Ca na dian ec cle si as ti cal
au thor i ties, Heaven was de clar ing that
the schism of the Church of Pe ter had
hence forth been con sum mated, even
be fore the Dec la ra tion of the Con gre ga -
tion for the Doc trine of the Faith, of July
11, 2007, no ti fied the fol low ing Sep tem -
ber 12, of fi cially rat i fied the Church of
Pe ter’s re fusal of the di vine plan.

This lat ter, by re ject ing the di vine
plan of the Co-Re demp tion, has ex -
cluded it self from this plan and be come
“the Church that con demns”, be ing it self 
con demned by Heaven.

But God, in or der to save His Church,

is re new ing it in the Church of John, His
Church of Love.

What an un fath om able and in ef fa ble
mys tery of love! What grace, what hope, 
and at the same time, what a re spon si -
bil ity for all of us, col lec tively as well as
per son ally. As Saint Paul re minded us
in the sec ond read ing from the Mass for
the 28th Sunday of Or di nary Time (year
C): “Here is a say ing that you can rely on: 
if we have died with him, then we shall
live with him. If we hold firm, then we
shall reign with him. If we dis own him,
then he will dis own us. We may be un -
faith ful, but he is al ways faith ful, for he
can not dis own his own self.’ ”

There fore, let us not be trou bled or
wor ried, dear broth ers and sis ters, if we
are ac cused here and there of be ing
schis matic. In a world in which many like 
to add the word “pseudo” ev ery where,
we might end up one day by be ing con -
sid ered to be “pseudo-schis mat ics” in
re la tion to those who un justly ac cuse us
and who, in spite of ap pear ances, are in
fact the “real schis mat ics”. With out their
be ing aware of it and even though they
claim fi del ity to the Church of Pe ter,
Heaven does not hes i tate to call them,
like us, to a re newal in love within the
Church of John.

Let us re mem ber that even Arch -
bishop Peressin, who, so of ten in the
past, wanted to be con sid ered as the
“founder” of the Sons of Mary, would
hence forth not have the pos si bil ity, in all
like li hood, to raise him self be yond the
sim ple ti tle of “pseudo-founder”...

May God keep us all, to day and more
and more ev ery day, in fi del ity to His will
and His love in His only Church of love.

Oc to ber 13, 2007

Pa dre Jean-Pi erre

Archbishop Mario
Peressin

Mastropietro, sei tu, la pen na di fuoco!
(Mastropietro, you are the pen of fire?!)

On No vem ber 28, 2003, on the
oc ca sion of a di oc e san cel e bra tion
or ga nized at Saint Roch church in
Que bec City to un der lin e His Em i -
nence Car di nal Marc Ouellet’s en try
into the Col lege of Car di nals, I of -
fered, like a good num ber of Sons
and Daugh ters of Mary pres ent for
the cir cum stance, my best wishes to
His Em i nence.

The Car di nal, while warmly
clasp ing my hand, said to me: “Have 
con fi dence! Ev ery thing will be fine!” 
Then, I with drew to go dis creetly
down the right side aisle to wards the
front to also greet His Ex cel lency
Bishop Luigi Ventura, Ap os tolic
Nun cio in Ot tawa. 

Hav ing come up to His Ex cel -

lency, I greeted him and sim ply in -
tro duced my self. I had hardly had
time to say my sur name that he ex -
claimed: “Mastropietro! Sei tu la
pen na di fuoco!” (Mastropietro!
You are the pen of fire?!)

Some what sur prised by his re ac -
tion, I sim ply re plied in Ital ian:
“Non lo so.” (I don’t know.) Then,
His Ex cel lency went on to say, in a
lively tone: “Tu sei una pen na di
fuoco! Stai attento con le tue
lettere!” (You are a pen of fire! Be
care ful with your letters!)

For my part, sur prised by this
state ment, I merely smiled think ing
that Bishop Ventura was teas ing, but 
he im me di ately added: “Cosa vuoi?!
Vuoi fare scoppiare la Chiesa?!”

(What do you want?! Do you want
to split the Church?!)

Not knowing what to say in re ply
to this odd re mark that was as sharp
as it was un ex pected, I could only
laugh whole heart edly. The Nun cio
also be gan to laugh, and then he
turned to my brother, Fa ther Jean-
François, to rec om mend that he keep 
an eye on my writ ings.

Once the pre sen ta tions had been
made, and in the pres ence of a few
other con freres, Bishop Ventura
spoke to us briefly of the ecclesial
ideal, add ing that he would come to
visit us one day at Lac-Etchemin,
spec i fy ing that it will be “... to eat
‘pasta asciutta’ (pasta) be cause, ap -
par ently we eat well at your place”.

Pa dre Jean-Pi erre

(Cf. Le Royaume, no. 164,
No vem ber-De cem ber 2003, p. 5.)

Not once did I think I would ever live to see the pro mul ga tion of the last dogma so long awaited or see
the glo ri fi ca tion of the Lady of All Peo ples from which flow all the other re al iza tions. The most un ex -
pected for me was to see “Heaven open”, and to see it through your eyes (grace of March 3, 2007), a grace 
which Marc com mented upon. In “Life of Love”, you wrote: “They will say we did this on our own;
that would be giv ing us too much credit...”  Yes, Heaven is with us to stay.

– Thérèse Foligné


