
The strange accusations brought against Jean 
Vanier 
 
L'Arche, after having accused Fr. Thomas Philippe in 2016 of  abuse, has just now also 
accused Jean Vanier in a summary report made public on February 22, 2020. This 
denunciation was widely taken up by the mass media in France and around the world with 
accusing comments such as: "flagrant offenses of  falsehood and betrayal" (Sr. Margron on RCF,) 
"liar and abuser" (Témoignage Chrétien,) "the evil face of  a catholic icon” (Liberation,) “the poison 
of  sexual mysticism” and the “justification of  sexual assaults on women by a sort of  religious and 
spiritual mishmash of  Jesus, Mary, faith, in a mystical and perverse delirium” (Mme. de Gaulmyn in 
Le Croix, which of  course "does not judge" the “totally split personality of  Jean Vanier".) 
"Frightening facts" says La Vie which is exalting because already in 2001 it denounced "gurus in 
convents". "Spiritual and sexual abuses" with his “dark side" says Aleteia. "The guilty past of  the 
founder" judges Le Monde,"the sexual pervert" says le Soir, "Jean Vanier attacked six women" says 
l'Actualité, etc.... 
Not only do these accusations not surprise me, but I expected them ... Indeed, it seems 
logical that among the hundreds of  more or less sick or psychologically disturbed people 
who gravitated for 40 years toward Fr. Thomas and Jean Vanier (and also of  course from 
Father Marie-Dominique Philippe…), there may have been 5 to 10 women likely to lay 
charges similar to those which I noted in my own investigation following the first 
"revelations" about the Prior of  the Community of  St. John, 6 years ago [1] . 
This summary report [of  l'Arche International] is detailed and seems overwhelming. It is very 
skillfully constructed with many references. All this gives the unsophisticated reader an  
impression of  seriousness and almost "scientific" objectivity. But a more detailed analysis 
leads me to raise the main "problematic" points which can lead one to doubt the assertions 
made: 
1. This summary report is not signed and has been drawn up with the collaboration of  
an organization whose job is to provide NGOs with precautionary measures, especially to 
reassure donors and public authorities. But it is surprising that L'Arche has called on GCPS 
consulting [2]  which prides itself  on working for many organizations or associations 
clearly opposed to the Church (overtly pro-abortion and pro-LGBT NGOs such as IPPF, 
British Council, USAID, Planning Parenthood, Unicef, etc.) but which has no particular 
competence in police and judicial investigations. 
2. The "historical " work of  Antoine Mourges (who is still a graduate student in history) 

could only be done with the available documents and those which we ourselves were 
happy to give him. I had asked the Church Authorities (Mgr. Ornellas, Mgr. Riviere, 
Vatican congregations, etc…), but to no avail, to have a competent investigation 
conducted that would diligently examine both the accusations and on the accusers in this 
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affair. [Such an investigation would not be done] by “historians” or by good-willed but 
untrained clergy (like Father Marcovits…)  Analyses carried out by expert psychiatrists 
and by former investigating judges or former judicial police officers would have been 
more appropriate for a competent analysis of  the credibility of  these charges. 

3. The background : the initial accusation in 2015 [of  Fr. Thomas Philippe]was made 
following an investigation by Father Marcovits (Dominican) at the request of  Msgr. 
D'Ornellas, Archbishop of  Rennes and described as "canonical". However, the starting 
point of  this accusation was vitiated by a violation of  canon law and its articles 1717 et 
seq. Archbishop d'Ornellas had no juridical right to have this “investigation” made 
because neither he not any of  his predecessors was ever the Ordinary of  Father Thomas 
Philippe. So he did not have the authority to conduct the investigation falsely presented 
as "canonical" through Father Marcovits, to which reference is made in all the statements 
of  l'Arche and widely reported in the press. [3]   Finally, Father Marcovits only recorded 
the complaints without analyzing the viability of  the accusations. He simply found the 
testimonies "sincere and concordant" personally. I therefore officially requested by 
canonical appeal the cancellation of  this procedure (which in law would lead to the 
cancellation of  the investigation). 

4. Two former senior French officials were reported to have composed an “independent 
monitoring committee ” who assessed the integrity and reliability of  the investigation 
process and its conclusions. Why have the names of  these "senior" officials been kept 
secret? How were they able to "assess the integrity and reliability of  the investigation 
process"? By what means ? What are their skills? How does the fact that they are “senior 
officials” provide a particular guarantee? 

5. Another deposit was sought from the CIASE commission [4], to which l'Arche 
submitted the "report". But there is nothing to indicate that the report has been validated, 
or even examined by the commission. On several occasions Mr Jean-Marc Sauvé 
(President of  CIASE) whom I contacted, confirmed to me in writing that this affair did 
not belong to "their mission". 

6. The 1956 sanction and its updating . Father Thomas was indeed “condemned” by the 
Holy Office for a reason kept “secret” following a particularly long procedure (4 years!) 
In this procedure, questions of  the internal forum of  the complainants were 
intermingled with theological questions, and the context of  a possible motivation of  
revenge. For there had been a bitter struggle among the Dominicans between the 
proponents of  a traditional theology (Garrigou-Lagrange, Thomas and Marie-
Dominique Philippe, etc.) and those who were at the forefront of  the "progressive" 
movement (Chenu , Congar, etc.) [5] . 

The current accusations are therefore based on a supposition: that Father Thomas Philippe 
would have abused two women in the 1950's on the basis of  a false mystical teaching (the 
carnal relationship of  Christ and the Virgin, according to some complainants.) No such 
mysticism had never been taught by Fr. Thomas. There is no written record. Many readers 
have gone through all of  Father Thomas' books (or audio recordings). Nowhere is there a 
"mystico-sexual" justification or theory. It would be astonishing if  this were transmitted in 
the secret of  "spiritual direction" or in confession. Even more astonishing would be the fact 
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that he would have "initiated" other priests into this mystical teaching so that they in turn 
would use this "stratagem". How could a method of  such great perversity (which is difficult 
to imagine…) have a quasi-hypnotic power over such a very long period of  time (25 years 
in the same woman…)? 
Father Tixier , Provincial of  the Dominicans , confirmed to me a central point before a 
witness on Monday, November 25, 2019   at the Provincial House in Paris in the presence 
of  Br. Michel Mallèvre OP: “We do not know the reasons for the judgment, nor are we familiar with 
the documents in the file. We only know the concluding provisions of  the 1956 judgment  ”. So he 
assured me that the condemnation was known in the Church but that the reasons and the 
documents were still secret and that no one could have known about it."  They are in the Holy 
Office, in the archives,  " he said. 
However, the writers of  the l'Arche report speak of  two complainants from 1952 and other 
documents of  which they were aware during this period. “  In June 2019, L'Arche International 
was able to access the archives of  the Dominicans in Paris , and, after his death, some of  Jean Vanier's 
unpublished personal archives, " the report said. So my question is: 
 

Who is lying? The Dominican Provincial or l'Arche? Why ? 

 

7. The description of  the "l'Eau Vive affair" [in the summary report] is fantasy-like and 
caricatured. One assertion is particularly false: Despite the prohibitions made against him 
categorically, Thomas Philippe continues to secretly direct l'Eau Vive throughout the entire period of  the 
investigation. The dozens of  letters he sent to Jean Vanier during this period show that he advises and 
guides him in all the steps to be taken. Defying the ban (of  which he cannot be ignorant, as he later affirm), 
Jean Vanier met him on numerous occasions during this period . (Page 8) 
One can read however in a previous report by Xavier Le Pichon made at the request of  
l'Arche (which has since disappeared from the l'Arche website) the following precise 
account:  Jean Vanier lived near Fr. Thomas until the departure of   the latter at the beginning of  April 
1952, following his recall to Rome by Father Suarez, general of  the Dominicans. It was Jean Vanier who 
took him to Rome at the request of  Father Suarez's assistant. He then became, at twenty-four years old, 
temporary director of  l'Eau Vive, at the request of  Fr. Thomas, to whom it had been suggested by 
Cardinal Roncalli, future Pope John XXIII, who had visited l'Eau Vive a fortnight earlier and who knew 
Jean Vanier's parents. For four years and two months, Jean Vanier exercised this direction in extremely 
difficult conditions, remaining in close contact with Fr. Thomas, until the closing of  l'Eau Vive by order of  
the ecclesiastical authorities, on July 8, 1956.   [  6]  

 Here again, we have two contradictory versions and two sources of  archives (those of  
Xavier le Pichon who is the official legatee of  Fr.Thomas' documents and those of  
Mourges who has those of  L'Arche…). 
Who is lying? Obviously the relentless charge of  the last report aims to portray Fr. 
Thomas and Jean Vanier as two perverse accomplices, manipulative, evil, liars and (as their 
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supreme crime ...) disobedient to the Church! Our amateur historian has not noticed that 
for more than four years Fr. Thomas had “the right” to communicate with Jean Vanier… 
Finally, note that Father Thomas was only suspended from the right to celebrate Mass for 
17 months. It was probably not "recorded" because this penalty provided for by Canon Law 
of  1917 is often final. Obviously too many gross errors tarnish this report… 

8. Another contradiction: How can the l'Arche report seriously support that “In its 
responses transmitted on December 7, 2019, the Congregation for the Doctrine of  the Faith in the Vatican 
(formerly the Holy Office, whose archives concerning the trial of  Fr. Thomas Philippe are not yet accessible 
to research) confirmed or supplemented certain elements contained in the studied archives. " ? If  the 
documents are secret and therefore are not "accessible to historical research" (therefore not 
accessible to A. Mourges ...), how can the CDF confirm "certain elements" in its archives or 
those of  l'Arche? Who in the administration of  the CDF responded on December 7? If  the 
archives are no longer secret, why would the CDF need to confirm? What is it that has been 
"complemented"? The contradiction is therefore at its height and does not inspire 
confidence in the authors of  the report… 
9. Standard of  proof  of  investigation. It is astonishing to read this sentence: "Any 

conclusion of  an investigation of  this type is based on a "balance of  probabilities 'and not on a standard 
of  proof' beyond all doubt ". Based on the information available, the investigation team came to its 
conclusions by determining whether the events were "more likely than not" to have happened, and whether 
the testimonies presented to them were worthy of  faith ”. This is how the "team" was set up as a 
court which judges in the last resort according to its "intimate conviction" and by 
probabilistic calculations. Scientifically, it would have to be concluded that the probability 
that Jean Vanier abused women is more than 50.1% ... That is fairly little to condemn 
him! It is undoubtedly a rhetorical device so as not to elicit too many objections on the 
method… 

10. The credibility of  witnesses . L'Arche is said to have "noted that the alleged victims, 
without a connection between them and without knowledge of  their respective histories, had each 
undertaken a work of  reflection". But this presupposition is clearly fallacious because with the 
internet and the "virality" of  social relations in l'Arche (live and by social networks), the 
witnesses had all known for almost 4 years the numerous writings and videos of  the 
“original” complainant M.F. Pesneau  - who testified to the “ abuses ” and “mystico-
sexual justifications” in the Avref  (April 2016) then in Golias, etc. - and finally in the 
ARTE [French television network] report and the media hype that followed! 

The “harmony” of  the testimonies can therefore be explained very easily through the 
possibility of  “copying and pasting”, and can no longer be seriously invoked as an argument 
of  credibility. 
11. Sex under moral pressure. This is probably the most problematic point. Sexual 
abuse [7] [see important footnote; this term does not include rape or sexual 
aggression]  cannot be self-reported by an adult victim. A “moral” relationship of  authority 
might presume a certain control, but this can only be a presumption. The victim must 
describe the circumstances which might suggest that the offender had such control, and 
confrontation with the alleged abuser is therefore an essential step in a criminal or canonical 
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investigation. However, this is not possible here... The report says, however, that " The 
relationships are presumed to have taken place under conditions that the investigation team described as 
“psychological control” and are described as constituting psychological violence and as being characterized by 
significant power imbalances: the alleged victims felt deprived of  their free will, as a result sexual activity 
was exercised under duress or took place under coercive conditions.” 
 
However, the testimonies mentioned in the report are not very enlightening in establishing 
the “coercive” nature of  the relationship. For example in the first testimony, a lady said: "I 
was in an inappropriate sexual relationship with Jean Vanier. Was I consenting? I think at first yes, but 
the more time passed, the more I think I was not consenting. " 

This type of  accusation would not be very admissible by a real civil or canonical court 
which would inevitably ask him "So? In the end, were you or were you not consenting? " 
Another accusation comes back repeatedly: It is the concept of  “abuse of  spiritual 
authority”. To my knowledge, this concept has become today an assertion which seems to 
allow for no challenge. But can we seriously consider an adult, non-disabled woman 
incapable of  making full discernment, such as would be the case of  a minor in an emotional 
relationship? Whether the relationship be friendly or even sensual? 
  

12. Supporting evidence out of  context. A letter from Fr. Thomas is said to "prove" 
the mystical justification for deviant behavior. Thus the report (p. 10) wants to persuade us 
that “in these letters addressed to him by these women the entanglement between 
a“ love ”dimension,“ mystical ”remarks and the evocation of  physical contacts comes into line with what the 
'We also know the theories and sexual practices of  Fr. Thomas Philippe and those of  Jean Vanier revealed 
by testimony recently brought to the attention of  the investigation. Some letters from Father Thomas 
Philippe send him advice on prudence and rules of  conduct : 
For XX be very prudent. You can sometimes pray with her, if  it is very prudent; but from the external 
point of  view the minimum, no more than St. John at the Last Supper and quite discreetly. I feel that the 
Blessed Virgin asks us to be very prudent on this point. Lean on obedience. Even if  XX and you feel a 
strong internal attraction to one another, it's better to stay below [more strict with] this limit than go 
beyond… Mary may want to test your obedience. 
This letter which claims to be “against” against the PT and JV is in fact completely 
detached from its context of  which we know nothing. Also, its simple reading can be 
interpreted in the most derogatory sense possible but also in a perfectly "clean" sense! 
In conclusion  : I had already asked to have real access to all the parts of  the 
accusation. [But in response to this request I have always been presented with] a unilateral 
and unjustified "secret". However, I asked a fairly simple thing: to be convinced of  the 
veracity of  the accusations brought against my uncles and now against Jean Vanier by 
incontestable documents. So far, this evidence has never been provided. I was only able to 
analyze the numerous public interventions by a single complainant: Ms. MF Pesneau, who 
was the main actress in the “famous” report by Arte [French television network.]  I have 
shown that these accusations were unfounded given the context and the duration of  the 



facts mentioned. I asked the accusing clerics that at least this "key" testimony be considered 
and declared publicly by them to be "unreliable". However, no cleric or bishop has deigned 
to grant this request ... 
One hypothesis, however, seems to be emerging: considering the numerous 
clarifications we have sought, the flagrant violations of  canon law and general principles of  
law by clerics and religious, repeated lies and the constant invocation of  "secrets" are 
intended to mask the weakness and inconsistencies in the accusations leveled against Jean 
Vanier and Father Thomas, which have become unseemly to question today in the 
context of  "business" in the Church . 
 

Marie Philippe Sentis 
[niece of  Fr. Thomas Philippe and Fr. Marie-Dominique Philippe] 
 
Appendix: Several women have publicly testified through books or interviews that they 
have been victims of  spiritual abuse as part of  a community or religious life. Most often, 
they had difficulties with “spiritual accompaniments” and this is associated with a very 
heavy psychological past. That of  Anne Mardon ("When the Church destroys" in the 
Harmattan editions) is almost a typical example. Her testimony is impressive in its structure 
but has not been questioned even though her "history" seems to include, on the fringes of  
real psychological distress, facts that are not very credible or that are highly 
reinterpreted. She would have been baptized by Fr. Thomas without doing a catechumenate 
(in a few weeks, she said ...). Her godfather, who became a priest, was reportedly accused of  
sexual abuse. She would have lived in an "intimate" relationship with a Jesuit father 3 times 
her age. She got pregnant with him, and "underwent an abortion with the blessing of  her 
bishop" (sic!), Then by frequenting the Monastic Fraternities of  Jerusalem in Paris, she 
would have been "spotted" and placed under "the influence of  the founder" who would 
have "found her a vocation” when she had none. Violence, isolation, ill-treatment, betrayal, 
cowardice and loneliness "sum up your life". This video is quite enlightening on her great 
distress but yet no "flat" was brought to her assertions and her accusations against the many 
dead and implicated people (Mgr Lustiger, Père Thomas, P. Pierre-Marie Delfieux, etc.). see 
it it would have been “spotted” and placed under the “control of  the founder” who would 
have “found a vocation for her” when she did not have one. Violence, isolation, ill-
treatment, betrayal, cowardice and loneliness "sum up your life". This video is quite 
enlightening on his great distress but yet no "bémol" [challenge?] was brought to her 
assertions and accusations against the many dead and implicated people (Mgr Lustiger, Père 
Thomas, P. Pierre-Marie Delfieux, etc.). see it it would have been “spotted” and placed 
under the “influence of  the founder” who would have “found a vocation for it” when it did 
not have one. Violence, isolation, ill-treatment, betrayal, cowardice and loneliness "sum up 
your life". This video is quite enlightening on his great distress but yet no "flat" was 
brought to his assertions and his accusations against the many deceased and implicated 



people (Mgr Lustiger, Père Thomas, P. Pierre-Marie Delfieux, etc.). see it Pierre-Marie 
Delfieux, etc.). see video of Mme Mardon: 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=jDWS0UXMAbc 

Notes: 
[1] See this analysis in my blog: https://marie-dominique-philippe.com/ 

[2] https://gcps.consulting/ 

[3]   Canon 1717 can only be applied to a living priest for the purpose of  collecting 
information on his acts and taking depositions before a notary under oath. This is planned 
to eventually apply a sentence to him or to initiate a criminal trial. Now there could not, of  
course, be a criminal trial against Fr. Thomas. Consequently, all the elements of  the 
investigation "not necessary for the criminal trial" should not have been brought to the 
attention of  the general public and should have remained secret. Canon 1719 stipulates that 
" The acts and decrees of  the Ordinary which open or close the investigation, as well as all the elements 
which preceded it, will be kept in the secret archives of  the curia, if  they are not necessary at the criminal 
trial ". The disclosure of  such a file was therefore illegal . Finally § 2 of  canon 1717 states 
that “We must ensure that this investigation does not compromise the good reputation of  
anyone” because the object of  a canonical criminal trial is to pronounce a possible sanction 
on a living person and is not not to make a public denunciation of  a deceased person but 
of  a sanction. 
[4] Independent Commission on Sexual Abuse in the Church. 
[5] See "the Chenu case" and the conviction of  Fr. Chenu by the Holy 
Office: https://www.cairn.info/revue-des-sciences-philosophiques-et-theologiques-2014-2-
page-261 .htm? content = resume 

[6] http://docplayer.fr/169960951-Rapport-de-xavier-le-pichon-sur-la-place-du-pere-thomas-philippe-
dans-la-fondation-de-l-arche-sommaire .html 

[7] We should legally speak of  rape or sexual assault because "l'abus sexuel" is an anglicism 
which comes from "sexual abuse" and which has no place in adequate terminology. 
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