
Benjamın Wambacq O.Praem af Vatican

The yCal AM2 marks the 50th annıversary of the openıng of the SEeC-
ond Vatıcan Councıl, mılestone 1C rıghtfully g1ves rse to reiroSpeC-
t1on and analysıs of thıs MOMeNntOUS ın the modern hıstory of
the Church heretofore overlooked part of the history of Vatıcan I8l 1Ss
the SMa but ımportant role played by the Norbertine, Benjamın Wam-
bacg, who Was decretary of the Pontıifical 1DI1Ca Commıissıon al the
time. In that capacıty, Wambacq Was involved iın delıberations Surround-
ıng [WO of the most content1ous debates al Vatıcan I1 the valıdıty of
hıstorical-crıtical exeges1s and the question of ep1scopal collegiality‘.
Drawıng upON documents NO In the Vatıcan Archıives and the archıves
of ongerlo Abbey‘“, thıs artıcle Wambacg’s involvement al
Vatıcan 11 ın the composıtıon of the 1DI1Ca Commuiss1on’s 1964 Nnstruc-
tı1on, Sancta ecclesia and ın the debates surroundıng the Councıl’s
document the Church, Iumen gentium.

Benjamın Wambacq: rıe Biographical Sketch“

Nestor Benedict Wambacq Was born July 1906 in Boom, Belg1um
to Jan Baptıst Wambacq and Clementina Amelıa Vergauwen. aptıze al
Our Lady’s Church In 00M, he entered the Premonstratensi1an er at
ongerlo 15 September 1924, and professed hıs solemn ına OWS

15 August, 1929 TOm 5l Wambacq tudıed Phılosophy and

At best, Wambacq has only merıted brief mention iın hiıstories of the Councıl, C
BURIGANA, La Bıbbia nel Concılıo: La redazione della Costiıtuzıone “Deil verbum”

del Vaticano II ologna: ulıno,
Archılief 1] Va  ; Tongerlo Archıiyvum Pontific11 Instıtuti Bıblıcı Romae

APIBR) and the Archivıio Secreto Vatıcano Ihanks ATC due General
TIThomas Handgrätinger O.Praem. an! Rector Stephen Mark oyle O.Praem of the
Norbertine Generalate ın KRome, Abbot Jeroen de Cuyper O.Praem. anı Archivist Rev.
m1e Lauwers O.Praem of Tongerlo Abbey, the Most Rev. Mons. Serg10 Pagano, Prefect
of the Vatıcan Secret Archives, Rev. Maurice Gilbert Tormer TeCIOTr of the Pontifical
Bıblıcal Instıtute ın Rome, Connı1e aC| Meulemans of the Mırıam and James
Mulva Liıbrary at St. Norbert College and ichelie Poncelet

hıs informatıon 15 en from the B10 Sodales C’anoniae Tongerloensis (AAI,
19.148).
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eology al ongerlo, and Was ordaıned the priesthood Septem-
ber

Chosen teach 1DI1Ca studies al ongerlo, ıt Wäas NCCCSSAL Y for
Wambacq Rome study al the Pontıifical 1DI1Ca Institute,
because of the 1924 MOLTIU propri0 of 1US XI requırıng AaNyONC teachıng
18 obtaın degree In Rome Wambacq tudiıed eology and 1DI1Ca
Hebrew al the Gregor1an (  8-3 earnıngz laureate degree CU au

November 1932, and that SdLLIC yCal commenced studies al the
Pontifical 1DI1Ca Institute in the three-year doctoral course®. He W ds

appoılinted professor of 1DI1Ca studies al ongerlo in October 1935 and
taught in ongerlo irom -1 eing absent only in 193 /-35 when
he returned to Rome to wriıte hıs doctoral thesıs. In addıti1on hIs teach-
ıng duties, he WAas also the al  CYV lıbrarıan and served A aturday pastor
for parısh in the nearby town of Heultje Wambacq eft ongerlo for
Rome ONCEC agaın iın 1954 when he Was appominted professor of 1DI1Ca
Studıies, ree| Hebrew and Methodology al the newly ounded Pontıifi-
cal Institute Regına undı, whose missıon WAas provıde SOIl heolog-
ical and 1DI1Ca traınıng sısters, who al that time WeTC forbidden
study al the Pontifical unıversıtles in Rome! Wambacq the exT{
three decades teachıng al Regına undı, and served almost thıs entire
time consultor the Pontifical 1DI1Ca Commiss1on (1955-1983),
for 4C he Was also Under-secretary 59-6. and Secretary-/
He also held papa. appoıntments the cCommı1ss1ıon for the implementa-
t1on of the concılıar decree the ıturgy, Sacrosanctum concilium®, and

Wambacq’s diaconate ordıiınatıon in September 1929 W ds al verbode because the
fıre al Tongerlo 28 prı 1929 destroyed MoOst of the eY.

Pıus A Bıbliorum SCLENLLAM: Motu propr10 de disciplinae hiblicae MAaQISstrLs
(Enchiridion Biblicum, Bologna 192/7, henceforth, EB?”, 505-12). The Pope Iso
encouraged superlors of rel1g10us congregations identify alente: members candı-
dates for bıblıcal tudıies in Rome.

udents WEeTC not admıtted the 1DI1CcCum wıthout havıng first earned degree in
Theology and tudiıed bıblıcal languages, hence ambacg’s coursework the GregorI1an.
For detaıls the entrance requırements an curriıculum al the 1D11CUmM, SCC the hıstory
of GILBERT, The Pontifical Biblical Institute. Century of Hıstory (1909-2009)
ome Ediıtrice Pontificıo STILULO Bıblico, 68-81

MWUIR, Instıitute ‘Regına Mundı’”, The Furrow 6/8 (Aug 501-503
IThe institute closed iın 2005, SINCEe the rules barrıng from studyıng al Pontifical
unıversıtles ın Rome WEeETC longer 1ın effect.

See AAL 19.148.4 for hıs letter of appoıntment from the Cardınal Secretary of afe
dated arc! 1963 For description of the work of the cCommı1ss1on the iımplemen-
tatıon of Sacrosanctum Concilium, SCC KACZYNSKI, ‘"Ioward the Reform of the Ka
urg  02 ın History of Vatıcan The Mature Councıl, Second Period an Intersession,
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the Pontifical Commıiss1on for the New Vulgate?. Wambacq returned
ongerlo ıIn 198219 where he died December 19861

Coram Pontifice: Wambacq’s 1T hesıs Defense

Wambacgq’s al Vatıcan I1 W ds noTt hıs first time aAs partıc1-
pant in high-level eccles1al debates Hıs November 1938 thesıs defense
for the Pontifical 1DI1Ca Instıtute WAas held in the of Pope 1US
XI In the Vatıcan. The defense Was arranged by Augustın Bea, SIl the
1DI1Ca. Instıtute recCcIior and Wambacgq’s thesıis adv1sor, and intended
be opportunity ave the Pope publically affırm the Institute’s ortho-
doxy in the face of increasıng attacks from the talıan clergy*“. The Vat-
Ican’’s argest hall, the Sala dı Benedizion1 Was chosen for the defense*,
printed invıtations WEeTC sen(t, and OVeCT 1200 people WEeTIC present, includ-
ing faculty from Roman college and prelates. photo-
grap of the defense (reproduced for thıs artıcle) shows Wambacq stand-
ing al ectern. Before hım aAaTic the members of hıs commuıttee, ranged
al long 10 hıs rg sIts 1USs XI a1s

The defense WAas UCCCcSsS Wambacq Was unanımously passed
by h1s examıners, and 1US >.€! ffered ulsome praıse of the 1DI1Ca
Institute!*. More than thesıs defense for doctoral candıdate, the entire

Was clearly almed al sending larger MCSSALC the talıan church

September 7965 September 1964 (eds ÄLBERIGO and KOMONCHAK; Leuven:
Peeters,

For mention of ambacgq’s work the Nova Vulgata, SCC Stephan SCHMIDT, Augus-
fin Bea The Cardinal of Unity yde Park New Cıty Press,

In ongerlo 1S rece1pt, dated D December 1982, for 523 1108 of personal iıtems
shıpped from Rome (AATL 19.148.2).

11 In 1g of hıs Man y of servıice iın Rome, especlally the Bıblıcal Commıi1s-
S10N, eal notice for Wambacq W ds publıshed iın the December 1986 edıtion of
IL’Osservatore Romanao.

Already in May, 1938, Pıus XI had presided VeT the thes1is defense of another
1DI1Ca: Institute tudent, the Sales1an G10rg10 Castellıno5Pontifical 1Ca
Institute [as ote 6, 118-20). Castellıno would be member of the Pontifical
Bıblical Commission wıth Wambacq and sıt the subecommi1ission that drafted Deıl Ver-

hum
13 Wambacq sent the Pope detaıled SUMMIMNAT y of the dissertatiıon along ıth letter

ın 1C he singles Out Bea’s role in the cho1ice of topıc: ‘“factum est ut inst1igante
Reverendissimo atre Bea Pontific11 Instituti Bıblıcı Rectore, tudıum nOostrum COMNVEOTI-

eretur ad quaestionem solvendam ” (AAT
For the ope’s remarks, SCC L’Osservatore Romano 214 (Z3 November cCta

pontificı Institut! hbiblicı NANNL academicıE178 For Bea’s AaCCOUNT of the 'ope’s
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Ben]jamın Wambacq al hıs thesıs efense iın the of Pope 1USs XI
November 1938

about the ope’s attıtude toward modern 1DI1Ca studles. TIhe WAas

gıven extensive in both the 1D11Ca Institute’s Acta and the
Vatican’s PapCT, L’Osservatore Romano, where the appeare the
top of the front PASC, wıth arge CODY of the photograph descr1ibed
abovel>

Vatican 188 Wambacq on the 1DIi1ca Commission

In 1959, after four Aa consultor the 1DI1Ca Commi1ss1on,
Wambacq WAas appo1inted Under-secretary. Durıng thıs tıme, debate in
Rome surroundıng the orthodoxy of historical-erıitical 1D1I1Ca studies
became rather acr1ımon10us, and INanYy Sa  S modern exeges1s nothing

al the defense, Nlr BEA, °Pıus AlL, quanitopere de tudı1s bıblıcıs INeTU-
TI1t. In memorl1am’”, Bıblica (1939) 2430

15 See Iso the notice ın Analecta Praemonstratensia (1938) 258
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other than Modern1ısm redivivus. In partıcular, scholarshıp that ea wıth
the Gospels products of early Chrıstian theologıica reflection Was SCCI1

be attack theır hıstorical veracity!®. In June 1961, the Holy Office
1issued monıtum agalnst those who WOU question thıs historicıty of the
Gospels'”. Thıs intense intellectual struggle informs the Ta schema
revelatıon, De fontibus revelationıs, wrıtten iın the per10d 1960-62 Dy
subcommıttee of the Councıil’s Preparatory Theologica Commuiss1ıon.
Thıs subcommiuıttee, headed Dy the Jesult Sebastıiıen TOmp, composed
Ta that Was decıdedly negatıve In ıts outlook toward modern exeges1185
Specıifically, it condemned anı y attempt to impugn the historical
of the Gospels for anı y 1C4SOMN whatsoever (“damnat CITOTCS quıbus
denegatur vel extenuatur, qUOVIS modo el qUaVIS

Wambacq dıd noTt take part In the wrıting of the Tra and indeed
aAaDPCALS not ave known much about it untiıl it WAas almost complete.
Instead, ATC 1962, Wambacq fo romp and, referring to
his posıtion d Under-secretary of the 1DI1Ca Commiss1on, requested
meeting to discuss how the upcomıing councıl WOU deal wıth Sacred
Scripture““. Tomp in hıs 1ary prı that the head of the
Preparatory Theologıca. Commissıon, ardına Alfredo Ottavıanı, had
received perm1ss1ıon Irom John for romp and Wambacq meefl

16 For OUT9 ıt 1s nOot NECCSSATY eive LOO deeply into the ast and fascınat-
ıng hıstory of the Councıl’s p  y Sstage; cf. FOGARTY SE Amerıcan atholıc
Biblical Scholarship: History from the Early Republic Vatıcan II (New ork Harper
an ROW, BURIGANA, 10 Bibbia nel Concılio (as ote ÄLBERIGO anı

KOMONCHAK Hıstory of 'atıcan W & vols.; Leuven: Peeters, 1995-2006);
BOLIN, Bıblıcal Commiss1on’s Instruction, On the Historical Truth of the Gospels

(Sancta alter Ecclesia), and Present Magister1al Attıtudes Toward 1D11Ca. Exegesı1s’,
Gregorianum 93 (2012)

Sanctı Officti Monıtum de SETMUNGA verıtate hıistorıca el obıectiva Scripturae
(EB? 1as ote 634)

15 Detaıled discussiıon of De fontibus in SAUER, Erfahrung un Glaube: Die
Begründung des pastoralen Prinzıpe durch die OffenbarungKonstitution des FE 'atl-
kaniıschen Konzils (Frankfurt Maın: etier Lang, and SCHELKENS, Catholıic
Theology of Revelation the Eve of 'atıcan JE: Redactıon History of the Schema
De fontıbus revelatıon1ıs (1960-1962) (Leıden: Briull,

ext of the 19 reproduced iın SAUER, Erfahrung UN Glaube (as ofe 18),
“Infrascriptus sub-secretarıus Pontificae Commis1on1s 1cCae Paternitas t{ua

humıilıter petit, e1 colloquium concedat CU certiorem reddat de doctrinis Sacram
Scripturam spectantıbus Commiss1ion1s theologıca ntuıtu Concılı Oecumeni1c1 Vatıcanı
I1 statutis.” Stapled thıs letter 18 OT1LC of Tromp’s pre-printed callıng cards, which
TOmMp has wrıtten An  pro audientia, Ven1a loquend1 de Consıtutione de Fontibus CU Rev.

Patre Wambacgq, O.Praem.., Subsecret. Comm. Bıblı.” ACcross thıs, Ottavıanı has
written: “Affırmatiıve 6-10- A On the back of the ard 15 wrıtten Wambacq’s
address the Norbertine Generalate iın Kome (ASV Conc. Vat. I1
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and OVCT the Ta romp mMust ave ımmediately contacted Wam-
bacg, because the vVCLY exTt day, prıl, Wambacq agaln WTOTLe to

TOmPp, apolog1izing for notL havıng een ın hıs offıce the day before and
offerıng another day meet ppende: 118 thıs letter 1s undated, hand-
wrıtten ote by TOomp statıng that Wambacq 15 the Under-secretary of
the 1DI1Ca Commissıon and that he has SCCH the Fn of De fontibus
revelationis*}. Thıs 1S confırmed Dy Iromp’s 1ary for prı 1962,
1C that he met for L[WO hours that morning wıth Wambacq
OVCT the Ta of the schema, and that Wambacq OoOUuUnNn! nothıng objection-
able in 1t22 JIromp’s 1ary entry also reveals hIis defensiveness regardıng
the polemical tone of the schema. er noting that Wambacq oun:!
nothıng wıth the Tra TOomp parenthetically that the draft’s
reputatıon had led Wambacq {o eXpect somethıng react1onary (“quod
adspectaverat ob famam cCrescentem eundo!””)*>.

One question about thıs prı meeting deserves urther attention:
Was Wambacq actıng iın OITICcC1a capacıty behalf of the 1DI1Ca
Commıiss1ıon? Conventional wısdom thıs matter Arg UCS that Wam-
aCcq’s approVva. of the schema dıd not constıtute OTITIC1a Judgment of

ASV Conc. Vat 11 /144.17/4
* Mane hora 10312 colloquium CU ReVv. Domno BenJjam. Wambacq Taem

Subsecr. Commiss1ion1s Bıblıcae. Perlegıimus Constitutionem rev1isam. Concordat
Subsecr. CU omnıbus ei nıl invenıt quod sıt offensıyvum exeget1s ei sclentlae catholicae”

VON I EUFFENBACH (ed.), Konzilstagebuch miıt Erläuterungen Un Akten UU der Arbeıt
der I heologischen Kommission 12 vols; Rome: Edıtrıce Pontific1ı1a Uniıversıtä Gregorlana,

vol 19 421). Herbert Schauf, another consultor the Theologıca. Commıi1ss1on,
notes in hıs dıary June 1962 E TOMPp MIT dieser JTage, ass I119)  — dıe Con-
stitut1o0 de ONtLIDUS auf Wunsch des Papstes uch dem Sekretär der Bıbelkommuissıon
gegeben habe. Dieser habe gesagtl, se1 1e] ber diese Konstitution geredet worden,
1UN ber musse JN, ass dıe aC sehr gut se1 und gerade das gesagt werde, Was

gesagt werden müsse” (quoted ın VON JT EUFFENBACH, Konzilstagebuch, vol [ 567. FEU
23 VON J] EUFFENBACH, Konzilstagebuch, vol K 4721 TOomp repeated th1ıs in hıs mınutes

Irom the meet1ings of the draft subcommı1ss1on, noting there that Wambacq Was expecting
texTi In the spirıt of the Inquisıtion, anı that the Norbertine W as pleasantly surprised by

the schema’s moderate tone: Nar doctus | Wambacgq]l, quı ob 1UIMMNOTES Sparsos eXSpeCla-
vera| nNesSCIO quod documentum Sacrae Inquıisıtionis, stupefactus Tat de doctrina tam
moderata, qUam 1benter approbavıt” (ASV Conc. Vat 11 788). He WOU make simılar
statement the followıng November durıng the Doctrinal Commiss1on’s meeting held the
day before the schema Was be introduced the Councıl floor ‘“ Illud forsan JUOYUC
addendum esT, Constitutionem de Fontibus, pOStL revisionem factam ab E.mı1s Card.lıbus
Revisor1bus, ven1a Summ1 Pontificı1s, monstratam fulsse Rev.mo Domino Ben1amino
Wambacq U.Praem, UNC Secretarı1o Commiss1lon1ıs 1Dl1CcCae Miıratus est VIT doctus
(exspectabat contrarıum) aequılıbrıuum el moderationem document]1” (ASV Conc. Vat. I1
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the 1DI1Ca Commission<*. 11e ıt 1S iIrue that the consultors dıd nOolLt
meetl ormally ADDIOVC the Ta Iromp’s remarks make clear that it
Wds COTLLINON knowledge ın Roman cırcles that the Commi1ss10on W ds PIC-
parıng Ta schema the Indeed, those consultors
the Theologica Commıission MoOst involved iın wrıting that Ta WeTC

three members of the 1DIl1Ca Commıissıon: Lucıen Cerfaux, Alexander
Kerrigan, and Salvatore arolilalo It 15 also known that John
wanted LLLOTC involvement irom the 1DI1Ca Commıiss1on ın the often
aCTI1MON10US atmosphere iın RKRome concerning the valıdıty of modern
eXegESIS ın atholıc eology. So intent Was the ope’s desıire for the
1DI1Ca Commiss1ion act that May 1962, he TOTLEe hıs ardı-
nal decretary of State demandıng that the Commiss1on eıther eg1ın LO

play role in the debate OT he WOUuU diısmiss all Its members and form
another one?>. It 15 therefore reasonable IO ASSUMeEe that the Secretary of
the 1DI1Ca Commiss1on WOU make INqUITrYy into thıs Ta schema.

50, BURIGANA: “ Iromp I1CcCeveva g1Ud1Z10 pOs1t1vo sul Contenuto dello
schema da de]l premostratense Wambacg, sottosegretar10 della cCOomMMI1sSsSIONeE
bıblıca; nNnOoONOstante il 21Ud1Z10 fosse tıtolo personale CTa 11 N dı un’apparente
sol1d de]l De fontibus, una VO. passaltlo indenne revisione nella cCommı1ssione
centrale placet, del iınformale, dalla Commı1ss1one bıblica” (La Bıbbhia
nel Concılıo [as ote 54) Wambacq’s posıtıve assessment of the 5a eal Burıgana

descr1ıbe the Norbertine representatiıve otf “Veseges1 romana’” —: h1s
posıtion Iso coheres 1ıth the already generally negatıve plcture painted of aradaına
Ottavıanı in the hıstory of the Councıl secretive anı scheming. SOo, C In hI1s discus-
Ss10N of Ottavıanı relatio of De fontibus ın genera|l congregatıon of the Councıl

November 1962 In which Ottavıanı introduces the schema havıng the approva. of
the Bıblıcal Commi1ssıon SAUER maımintalns that Ottavıanı's ° Bıbelkommissıon” Was

really nothing INOTC than ‘“eine Untergliederung der Theologische Kommuiss1ıon” (Erfah
FUHS Un Glaube |as ote 18], 69)

25 ((APOVILLA (ed5); (GLovannı Lettere ome Edizıon1 dı Stor1a
Letteratura, ” H’ora dı conchıiudere questo la Commiss1ione

1DI1Ca intende mUuoOvVvers]1, lavorare, provvedere suggerendo al anto Padre ta-
ment1 opportunı alle esigenze eil ora attuale, val la PCHaA che S1 scıolga J’Autorıtä
Superlore provveda In Domino ad una ricostituzione dı questo Organısmo. Ma OCCOTTE
assolutamente toglıere la impressione CIrca le incerte7zze che cırcolano qua lä, 1910781
fanno NCSSUNO, dı t1imor1 CIrca pOS1Z10N1 che Convlene prendere CIrca 1nd1-
NZZ1 dı PETSONGC, dı scuole, CIrca una oculata dıstrıbuzione dı cCompıtı dı mpegn1
ntanto UOCCOTIC are l’ımpressione che ch1 ha la responsabılıtä D: l’onore CIrCca al
rıspetto del Lıbro dıvino, OMIC LeSOTO p1us aCCcanfto dopo la Tradızıone apostolıca,

CUu1 S1 r1posa la santa Chilesa dı CrTI1sto, 1910)81 alla SU.:  (ev vocazlone. All’umıle Servo
de1 ServV1ı de]l Sıgnore arebbe mot1vo dı grande consolazı1one, S CO preparazıone del
Concılıo eCUumenNI1CO, S1 potesse riuscıire ad una Commıissione Bıblıca, dı tale riınomanza

dıgnıtä, da diıvenire dı richlamo dı riıspetto PCI nostr1ı fratellı separatl,
che, abbandonando la Chıesa cattolica, S1 r1fug1arono (0)881° SCammpoO ed salvezza
le ombre del TO' varlıamente letto ed interpretato.”
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However, by arc 1962, when Wambacq WTOLEe Tomp for the fırst tiıme,
the 1DI1Ca Commi1ssıon Secretary, Athanasıus ıller, Wds>s 111 and WOUuU
be replace: by Wambacq in Just four months. Consequently, belıeve it

eas1ıble reconstruction of events 118 SCC Wambacgq’s letter to Tomp
regardıng the Ta schema the 1{8 be undertaken behalf of
the 1DI1Ca Commıiss1on purred Dy the ope’s impatience*°, wıth
ıts aılıng decretary represented In the PCISON of the Under-secretary
Wambacgq.

John X X1II1'S desıire for greater involvement Dy the 1DI1Ca Commıis-
SIoON in the debates go1ng In the weeks before the Councıl Cal een
SCCIH in ser1es of he took in the fırst half of 1962 In May, Aas

ave SCCI, the Pope expressed frustration al the 1DI1Ca Commiss1ıon’s
ack of actıvıty. By July, everal 191%  S consultors WEIC appominted and
Wambacq WAas promoted from Under-secretary Secretary, replacıng the
elderly ıller. Sometime also that spr1ng, althoug OUTCECS do noTt OW

T deal of hıstorıical prec1s10n, John set the 1DI1Ca Com-
1ss1ıon the task of preparıng instruction dealıng wıth the crıtical
point of contenti1on regardıng 1DI1Ca eXxeges1s and atholıc doctrine,
namely whether historical-erıitical studies of the Gospels impugn theır
validity“”. Iwo later, the 1DI1Ca Commıiss1ıon produce ıts Nstruc-
t1on the Hıstorical Tu of the Gospels, Sancta mMmaler ecclesia  28

The hıstorıcal record 15 equally unclear concerning the PDO-
sıt1onal an redactional hıstory of the Instruction“?. In arc 1963,
Beda R1ıgaux, Belg1an eXegele the Commi1ssı1on, had mentioned

Although wriıtten after Wambacg’s meeting ıth TOMP, John X XI1LI’s letter C1Ite!|
above denotes “Jlast straw ” that would most lıkely ave een precede by per10d of
T1NOTC pastoral proddıng the ope’s part. It 15 Iso be remembered that the
Tromp-Wambacq meeting took place ıth the ope’s perm1ss10n.

According PRBI TeCIiOTr TNS Vogt, ın May 1962, “the | Bıblıcal] Commi1ssıon had
produce decree the ole bıblıcal sıtuation in the Church, and ın VErY short

time  27 (quoted iın GILBERT, Pontifical Biıblical Instiıtute |as note 6], 228) In the prıvate
PapCIS of Cardınal Lercaro 15 letter irom Wambacq statıng that the 1DIl1Ca. Commıi1s-
S10N 11l meef June 16, 1962 The agenda includes 1a(8)1 only discussıon of the andıda-
165 of NC  S members, but “anche la discussione dı una istruzl1one, allo attuale
della ricerca NO poss1bıile stabılıre S1 Tatasse dı unz DOozza dell’ıstruzione Su
storıcıtä de1 vangel1i, pubblıcata solo nel magg10 1964”° (BURIGANA, La Bıbbhia nel
Concılıo [as otfe 103: 151

28 EB? (as oftfe
29 ( RANDELLINI, “Rıflession1 Margınalı alla Istruzıione della PCB de] Aprile

1964”, Rıvısta Biblica (1965) 263 ° LLes or1gines de w{0)  —_ Instruction SUr les Evan-
giles sont mal Connues’” (Franco1s LAPLANCHE, La CFLSE de l’origine: La SCLIENCE
catholique des Evangiles el l’histoire XXe siecle |Parıs: Albın Michel, 476)
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fellow counitryman that the 1DI1Ca Commiss1on WAas workıng
document dealıng wıth the historicıty of the Gospels The CommıI1s-
S10N’Ss work the Instruction apPCaIS to ave een suspende wıth the
ea of John June 1963 and the hıstorıcal record SOCS
sılent untıl the followıng ebruary, when Wambacq sent Ta of the
instruction Glacomo Lercaro, OIIC of the cardınal members of the
1DI1Ca Commiss1ıon. On 11 arc Bea presented Ta to al] of the
cardınal members of the 1DI1Ca. Commission?®, and 1 prı Pope
Paul VI rece1ved Wambacq ın prıvate audıence LO aAaDPTOVC the docu-
ment, 1C Was publıshed May, The Instruction Was metl wıth
gr' enthus1asm Dy those scholars and bıshops who wıshed the Church

be INOTC OPCH crıtical 1DI1Ca exegesis?. It 15 remarkable OCU-
ment, openly embracıng the exegetical method of form-cerıtic1sm, and
affırmıng that the teachıng of Jesus wrıtten in the Gospels Wads edıted
Dy the evangelısts for theologıca Consequently, 1ıle the
Gospels the authentic teachıngs of Jesus, they ATIC not eyewiıt-
c5S5S5 aCı  , 1NOT AIC al] the domiıinıcal sayıngs LDSLSSIMA verba. As
such, the Gospels AIC aASs much the product of the early Church Aa they
ATC of Jesus.

In the meantıme, the Ta schema revelatıon 1C Wambacq had
read [WO earlıer had experlienced tumultuous h1story, eing
debated, rejected, and ultiımately wıthdrawn ın November 1962 durıng
the Councıl’s first ession>?. BYy the time Wambacq had hIıs audiıence
wıth Pope Paul aPPIOVC Sancta ecclesia, work revised
schema revelatıon Was underway. The 1Dl1Ca Commiss1on’s
Instruction WOU play s1ıgnıfiıcant role in the 1na shape of the
schema, an the maJor1ty of debates surroundıng the Ta of what
WOU eventually become Del verbum WOU involve exactly how to

Incorporate the vliewpolnt of Sancta ecclesia cConcern1ing the
Gospels into the concılıar document®°. Indeed, ın the voting the

BURIGANA, La hbibbia nel Concıilio (as ofe
31 For bıblıography, SCC BECHARD (ed.), The Scripture Documents. An Anthology

of Catholic Teachings (Collegeville: Liturgical Press:
Detaıled discussion of thıs 1ın BURIGANA, La hibbhia nel Concılıo (as notfe 1‚

and RUGGIERI, First Doctrinal Clash”, iın Hıstory ofatıcan Il. The Formatıon
of the Council’s Identity, (eds ÄLBERIGO and KOMONCHAK;: Leuven: Peeters,

33 Regardıng the incorporation of Sancta maler ecclesia into the schema revela-
tı1on, BURIGANA notes IN ]o: CId semplice d’omaggı10 ne1l confront1ı dı
documento appCHNa pubblıcato, la ricezione dı tema centrale nel dıbattıto eseget1co,
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indıvıdual sections of the schema durıng the Councıl’s ına ession in
1965, the overwhelmıng maJjorıty of NO  - placet WCIC cast for DaI-
agraph 1 9 the section that ea specıfically wıth the hıstoricıty of the
Gospels and 1C drew explicıtly Sancta eccles1ia. Many
bıshops, and al least L[WO of the cardınals who Sal the 1DI1Ca Com-
m1ss1ıon— Mıiıchael Browne and Ernesto uffin1ıi—were clearly 1smaye
al the optimı1st1ıc sSstance taken toward modern exeges1s iın the nstruc-
tion. As part of the subcommı1ıssıon helping LO reviıise paragraph 19 of
the Tra Browne expressed hıs frustration al the 1DI1Ca Commiss1ıon
for not affırmıng the hıstorıicıty of the Gospels forcefully anı explı-
Citly Ruffin1, in hıs paragraph 19, WOU make WIY obsert-
vatıon the 1DI1Ca Commiss1ıon’s work and hıs OW membership”.
Pope Paul VI hımself WOU intervene an direct that phrase be
inserted into paragraph 19 1G unambıguously aIilırme: the h1ıstor1-
cıty of the Gospels?®

Wambacq Collegiality aft Vatiıcan I1

Rather SOI after the release of Sancta ecclesia iın the late
spring of 1964, Wambacq and the 1DI1Ca Commissıon WeTC as
we1g. ın the 1ssue of ep1scopal colleg1alıty, another of the mMoOst CON-

tentious 1SsSuUEes al the Councıl NCIuUude: in the Ta schema the
Church, affırmation of ep1scopal colleg1ialıty Was SCCI Dy INanıy Councıl
athers aAas both revıval of concıl1arısm and repudıatiıon of Vatıcan
So potentially diviıisıve WAas the 1SSUEe, that Pope Paul VI intervened twıce,
che mMOstrava la dıstanza ira l De divina revelatione 11 De fontibus” (La Bıhbbhia nel
Concılıo |as ote 17 295) For discussıon of the debates surroundıng Sancta mMmalter eccle-
S14a anı its incorporatiıon into Dei verbum, Nı BOLIN, °“"The Bıblıcal Commiss1on’’s
Instruction, On the Hıstorical Iruth of the Gospels” (as ote 16)

Cta Synodalia, V/2, BURIGANA, La Bibbia nel Concılıo (as ote 408-9;
I HEOBALD, Church Under the Word of iın History of Vatıcan II. The

Councıl and the Transıition. The Fourth Period an the End of the Councıil. September
1965 December 7965, (eds ÄLBERIGO and KOMONCHAK;: Leuven: Peeters,

Propterea, salva Pont. Commui1ss1ion1is 1CcCae auctorıtate, CU1US indıgnum L1LECIN-
rum SUM, Op1ınor de explanatıone sılendum SSC omnıno” (AS5V Conc. Vat { 1

In h1is note the subcommiss1on, Pope Paul TOTle, * Sembra nfattı S1 leggeva
ne ettera SU! che la prıma NOn garantısca la storıicıta reale de1 Vangelı;

questo om e  7a OVVIO, 11 anto TrTe 110  — potrebbe APPIOVAIC U1l  ‚eb ormula
che lasclasse dubıitare della storicıtä dı quest1 santıssımm1ı Labrı” (quoted in (CCAPRILE,
“ Ire Emendamenti allo Schema Su Rıvelazıone”, Civilta C’attolica [1966] 229)
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elayıng vote the 1ssue durıng the Councıl’s Second Sess1ion
in October 1963 and 1SSUINgG the Nota explicativa praeVvld, affırmıng
Petrine SUPTEMAC y durıng the 1r Session in November 1964°

The 1ssue continued stymıe the subcommıissıon workıng schema
in the spring of 1964 On May 19, Pope Paul sent them thırteen SUS-
gested topı1cs concern1ing colleg1alıty, requesting that they discuss them
and report back. 1wo of those thırteen items ea wıth the question of
whether there WEITIC spec1fic 1DI1Ca Justif1catiıons for collegiality®.
ardına Michael Browne, 1DI1Ca Commissıon member and staunch
opponent of episcopal collegıalıty, suggested in audiıence wıth Paul V{

May that the 1DI1Ca. Commiss1on be as examıne whether
there WeTC an Yy scriptural WAaTT. for collegialıty. Pope Paul agreed,
and ın handwrıtten ote Pericle Felıcı1, secretary of the Councıl,
requested that the 1DI1Ca Commissıon ddress the question SOOIMN

possible*?. TrTee days later Felıcı Wambacq reiteratıng Paul’s
wısh ear back SOONMN AsSs possible*®, and askıng the Commiss1ıon
take [WO tasks The first Was provıde scr1ıptural evidence 1C
eıther supported OI challenged the claım that Christ ‘:&  establıshed’ (“sta-
tuente’”) Peter and the apostles college*. Second, Was determıne
whether the cComm1ss1ıon of Chriıst the Iwelve in Matt 18:18 Justifies
extending the POWECTIS gıven Peter in Matt 16:19 all of the ApOoS-
tles*2. On 31 May, Wambacq convened ıne other Commiss1ıon members
then iın Rome to discuss the matter“, and replied Felıcı June

PROVOST an WALF Collegiality Put the est (Phıladelphıia: Trinıty
Press International, MELLONI, ‘“The Beginning of the Second Per10d: The
TEa Debate the Churc: in History of 'atıcan IL. The Mature Ouncıil, Second
Period an Intersession (as ote 64-91

35 cCta Synodalia Sacrosanctı Concılı Vatıcanı II, V/2, 507/-9
‘“[S]arebbe urgente CONOSCETEC dello aVV1ISO mandare lo schema Ccle-

sS1a. al Padrı Concılıiarı” (ASV Conc. Vat. I1
11 SIC| des1idera che otesta Commiss1ione esamını

l’aspetto eseget1co due puntı del nel test dello schema De Ecclesia. al p1U presto
possıbile” (ASV Conc. Vat. I1

“° SI1ICU! (A) statuente Domino Sanctus eirı el ceter1 (B) postolı NUMN Collegıum
apostol1ıcum constituunt, eadem ratione OMAanus Pontifex, SUCCESSOT Petr1, ei Ep1iscopI1,
SUl Apostolorum, inter conı1unguntur” (ibid.)

““ [ I]llud autem lıgandı solvend1 quod unı eIiTrO atum est (Mt
colleg10 qUOQUC Apostolorum SU!  © Capıtı con1luncto, trıbutum NN Onstat (Mit 18:18)”
(ibid.)

43 len (includıng ambacq Out of 31 consultants.
The Commiss1on’s printed d} olum Pontificiae Commissionlis de Re

Biblica Circa No. DD Schemattıs Constitutionlis de Ecclesia (Vatıcan City Yypıs Polyglotıs
Vatıcanıis, cf. the discussiıon of Bıblical Commiss1on member Alexander KERRIGAN
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Regardıng the fırst 1SSUe, 1ıle the 1DIl1CcCa Commiss1ıon agreed that the
1DI1Ca fexti the claım that Chriıst establıshed Peter and the
Eleven college, they 2110 agreed that it cannot be conclusıvely estab-
lıshed the basıs of Scripture alone hOow exactly papa. authorıty 1S
elated OT cshared wıth (“inter conjunguntur’”) the bıshops, althoug
the Magıster1um, gulded Dy the Holy Spirıt, COUuU valıdly arrıve al thıs
position”. Regardıng the second matter, the 1DI1Ca Commiss1on stated
that the Petrine authorıty bınd aand loose conferred Peter ın Mat-
thew 16 Was aIsSO part of the apostolıc commı1ss1ıon of Matthew 19, but
that the meanıngz of what the POWCIS bınd and loose 1I11l-

passed Wds 18(0)1 clear the basıs of Scripture alone*®.
Fehlıcı forwarded the Commiss1on’s {o Ottavıanı June.

Iwo days later, the subcommı1ıssıon workıng the schema had long
discussıon about the 1DI1Ca Commiss1on’s Browne, whose
idea it Was consult the 1DI1Ca Commiss1on, laımed that anıy ep1SCO-
pal colleg1alıty remaılıned subordinate 18 the Petrine primacy. In CAdSPCI-
atıon, perhaps al the 1DI1Ca Commıiss1on’’s ack of CONSCNSUS, the Bel-
g1an bıshop, Andre-Marıie Charue, baldly inquıred what value theır
consultatiıon had al all 1DI1Ca Commıiss1on member Browne responded,
perhaps rather testily, that it WAas the Job of the subcommı1ssıon workıng

the Ta settle the mat(ter, and not the 1DI1Ca Commission“*”. In
the end, the ına language of Lumen gentium episcopal collegialıty
Was VerY sımılar to that 1C the 1DI1Ca Commissıon Was as to
examiıne“*®.

in 1Dl1ica. Commiss1ion Ep1iscopal Collegıialıty”, iın Miscellanea INn OnoOorem
Petrı Cardinale arente ome Pontificı1a Unıiversıtas Urbanıana, 1528

6C45 ı EIruendum est doctrina Eccles1iae, qUacC Spiırıtu Sancto duce, anc voluntates
interpreta est  97 (ASV Conc. Vat. IL

‘“ Potestas 1gandı ei solvend1 de qua 18:18 videtur SSC eadem 1ın 16:19
Quod autem sıt "suprema plena in unıversam Ecclesiam’ ad mentem schematiıs, 110  —;
ONnstaLl. Interpretes unanımes 110  — Sunt in explanandıs verbis ‘lıgare ei solvere’” (1Oid.)

“[R]ogat Exc.mum Charue, quınam sıt valor respons1on1s Commiss1ıon1s Bıblicae.
Replıcat Em.us. Browne ei observat Secretarıus examınatiıonem quaest1on1s pr1us COIN-
m1ssam fulsse Commiss1on1is doctrinaliı, deinde subtractam eft concredıtam Commiss1ionis
1blıcae;  29 from Iromp's handwriıtten mınutes of the meeting (AS5V Conc. Vat I1
758.245.22).

48 ““Sıcut, statuente Domuino, Sanctus Petrus ei ceter1 postolı 1N1UMmM Colleg1ıum aD OS-
tol1ıcum constituunt, parı ratione OMAanus ontıfex, SUCCESSOT PetrI1, el Ep1scopl, SUCCCS-

Apostolorum, inter conı1unguntur” (Lumen gentium, para, 22)
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Conclusion

In hıs role As decretary the Pontifical 1DI1Ca Commissı1ıon, Benjamın
Wambacq W ds granted privileged vantage point from 4C VIEW the

theologıica. deliberations IC WOU result iın SOTNIC of the mMoOost profoun
developments in the hıstory of modern Catholicısm Unlike the periltl, who
WeTC chosen Dy Councıl athers and gıven places subcommıissıons revVIS-
ing and raftıng documents, Wambacq Wds neıther prolıfic cholar
(although hıs publıshed works C HEo quıte respectable 11OT Was he part of ONMNC

of the major athol1ıc theologıca. faculties in Rome elsewhere iın Europe.
Indeed, for OMmMEeCONEC who 1ve: and taught in Rome for dAS IManıy AS

he dıd, Wambacq AappCal>s 18 ave een Content ave had quıiet CaiccI

teachıng and wrıting. Nevertheless, in the h1ıstory of the Second Vatıcan
Councıl, he stands the Norbertine most involved, and hıs role, albeıt
SmMa. ONC, Wds>s cruclal iın [WO 1SSUES e themselves WEIC not resolved
at the Councıl but ave continued exerc1ıse theolog1ans and the agls-
terıum CVCI SInNcCe.
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