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1. Gedanken zur Anthropologie

Joseph M. Bochenski, Wege zum philosophischen Denken, Freiburg 1991, S. 82: ,Der
Mensch ist ein merkwurdiges Tier. Er hat an sich vieles, was wir bei den anderen Tieren
entweder gar nicht oder aber nur in winzigen Spuren finden. Was hier vor allem auffallt,
ist, dass der Mensch vom biologischen Standpunkt aus eigentlich gar kein Recht hatte,
sich der gesamten Tierwelt so aufzudrangen, sie zu beherrschen und als der gewaltigste
Schmarotzer der Natur, aus ihre zu profitieren, wie er es tatsachlich tut. Er ist ja ein
missratenes Tier. Schlechte Augen, fast kein nennenswerter Geruch, minderwertiges
Gehdr, das sind sicher seine Kennzeichen. Natirliche Waffen, etwa Klauen, fehlen ihm
fast vollstédndig.. Seine Kraft ist unbedeutend. Er kann weder schnell laufen noch
schwimmen. Dazu ist er nackt und stirbt viel leichter als die meisten Tiere vor Kalte,
Hitze und @hnlichem. Biologisch gesehen, hatte er kein Recht zur Existenz. Er sollte seit
langem untergegangen sein wie so viele andere missratene Tierarten. Und doch ist es
ganz anders geworden. Der Mensch ist Herr der Natur."

2. Gedanken zur Arbeit in ihrem Objektiven Sinne

Johannes Paul 11, Enzylika ,Laborem exercens", Stein 1981, S. 10: ,Die Herrschaft des
Menschen (iber die Erde vollzieht sich durch die Arbeit und in der Arbeit. So wird der Sinn
der objektiv verstanden Arbeit deutlich, wie er in den verschiedenen Epochen der Kultur
und Zivilisation zum Ausdruck kommt. Der Mensch beherrscht die Erde schon dadurch,
dass er Tiere zahmt und zilchtet und aus ihnen die nétige Nahrung und Kleidung fir sich
gewinnt... *



3. Gedanken zur Arbeit in ihrem subjektiven Sinne

JPII, ebenda, S. 11 und S. 14: ,Wen auch der Eindruck entstehen kdénnte, dass im
industriellen Prozess die Maschine ,arbeitet", wahrend der Mensch sie nur bedient, indem
er auf verschiedene Weise ihr Funktionieren erméglicht und unterstitzt, so trifft doch zu,
dass die industrielle Entwicklung gerade dadurch Anlass gibt, das Problem der
menschlichen Arbeit in neuer Weise wieder zu stellen. Sowohl die erste
Industrialisierung, welche die sogenannte Arbeiterfrage geschaffen hat, als auch die
darauf folgenden industriellen und nachindustriellen Umwandlungen zeigen deutlich, dass
auch im Zeitalter der immer starker mechanisierten ,Arbeit" der Mensch das eigentliche
Subjekt der Arbeit bleibt...Die Wirde der Arbeit wurzelt zutiefst nicht in ihrer objektiven,
sondern in ihrer subjektiven Dimension."

4. Gedanken zur politischen Natur des Menschen nach Aristoteles

Ottfried Hoffe, Aristoteles "Politische Anthropologie, in: Aristoteles, Politik, Klassiker
Auslegen, Berlin 2001, S. 30: ,Der Mensch wird erst mit seinesgleichen glicklich... Nicht
schon in der Sexualitdt oder der Arbeit, nicht schon in der wirtschaftlichen
Selbstversorgung einer Gemeinschaft und im wirtschaftlichen Wohlergehen auch nicht im
Beistand gegen Rechtsbrecher und im inneren und duBeren Frieden erreicht der Mensch
sein Lebensziel, das gelungen-glickliche Leben. Es geschieht vielmehr dort, wo er diese
Gesichtspunkte anerkennt, statt sie beiseite zu schieben, und sie zugleich transzendiert,
indem er sie in ein Leben integriert, das anspruchsvollere Ziele verfolgt."

5. Die Frage der Trennbarkeit von Moral und Recht bei Buttiglione

Anhdérung von Prof. Rocco Buttiglione im Wortlaut: Transcription des passages
faussement rétranscrites par les services de presse du Parlement européen a transmettre
a vos parents et amis, et surtout a la presse nationale et demander que l'on corrige
I'information. http://www.euro-fam.org/documents/shared/pub/Actions/2004/euro-
fam%_20transcription%?20rocco%20buttiglione%?20en.pdf TRANSCRIPT OF THE AUDITION
OF COMMISSIONER DESIGNATE PROF. ROCCO BUTTIGLIONE (33:00) MEP ALVARO:
What factors do you take into account in your decision making and how does your close
relationship with the US and the Vatican relations affect your decisions ? Answer
BUTTIGLIONE : I am friend of the US but I am not American. I have had difference with
the US as all Europeans have had. We must work with the US. I believe that Europe has
to live in a transatlantic community but there has to be two pillarsof it, Europe being a
full pillar. We have to be prepared to work with Americans as equal partners on the
future of the world with joint responsibilities for the future of humanity. There is no
secret that I am a Catholic, but that has not much to do with the Vatican but with my
own faith, with my personal convictions, and I think a person can be a good catholic and
a good European at the same time. Otherwise the great Europeans would count either
Adenauer, or De Gasperi, Schuman or Helmut Kohl. (36:30) MEP BUITENWEG : Mr
Buttiglione, some of your opinions are in direct contradiction of European law. For
example, the discrimination on grounds on sexual orientation is prohibited and you have
said that homosexuality is a sin and the sign of moral disorder. I'd like to know from you
how it is that we should expect you to fight for those things and could you give us a
specific example of how you want to obtain your objective ? Answer BUTTIGLIONE : I
shall remind an old and perhaps not completely unknown philosopher, a certain
Emmanuel Kant, from Koenigsberg who made a clear cutting distinction between morality
and law. Many things may be considered to be immoral, that should not be prohibited.
When we make politics we do not renounce to the right of having more convictions and I
may think that homosexuality is a sin and this has no effect on politics unless I say that
homosexuality is a crime. In the same way you are free to think that I am a sinner on
most things of life and this does not have any effect on our relations as citizens. So I
would say that I would consider it to be an inadequate consideration of the problem to
pretend that everybody agrees on moral matters. We can build a community of citizens
even if on some moral matters we have different opinions. The issue is rather non
discrimination. The state has no right to stick its nose in those things and nobody can be



discriminated on the basis of sexual orientation or any gender orientation. This stands in
the Charter of Fundamental rights, this stands in the Constitution, and I have pledged to
defend this constitution. (1:06:30) MEP PEK : Thank you chairman and I do hope that
this is something that will be normal hence fore in this committee. My first question is an
easy one and a pleasant one: do you believe that marriage is an union between a man
and a woman or is it something else ? My second question is a bit more tricky : at
present the European superstate being built through the constitution, is it something that
is being built on human rights which is forced on it by a minority. It that a firm
foundation for a Europe of the future or do we need something rather more timeless that
binds us as had been the case in the past history of humanity ? Answer BUTTIGLIONE :
First of all I must say that I am very happy to hear the polish language here in the
European parliament. It was the dream of a whole polish generation that has struggled
for freedom and for Europe. And I have had the privilege of being in contact with this
generation and I am very happy to hear today a polish voice in this parliament. My
personal opinion on marriage is well known. The word "marriage” comes from the latin
"matrimonium" which means protection of the mother and so the family exist in order to
allow women to have children and to have the protection of a male who takes care of
them and this is the traditional vision of marriage that I defend. I don't think this to be
fairly relevant in this area because the definition of marriage falls within the competence
of member states. So whether I think this way or whether I think in another way, this
has no practical impact. By the way this is the view that is accepted in 22 out of 25
member states today. It is no a matter of the Union, it should not become a matter of
the Union, it is a matter of the member states It must remain a matter of the member
states, according to the principle of subsidiarity. So it is a matter of philosophical but not
of political discussion. As what regards the Constitution I think this constitution is based
on Human rights it is based on the rights of the human person. And I think this to
correspond to the best European tradition. I would not endorse the judgement that this is
a kind of betrayal of the great European tradition. There is a line moving from Socrates
to Christianity, to enlightments, and arriving to the point to which we are today. (1:16)
MEP CASHMAN : Vice President designate, I have to say that some of the statements you
have made about homosexuality cause me deep concern but let's not judge you by words
but by actions. You said earlier to Mrs Buitenweg that the State has no right to stick its
nose in relations to issues regarding sexual orientation. How can you therefore explain
your actions in putting down an amendment to the convention that wrote the charter of
fundamental rights that sought to remove sexual orientation from the grounds of non
discrimination? Answer BUTTIGLIONE : It is clearly an amendment that says that when
we define the principle of non discrimination, this principle is not applied only to a limited
set of cases, those that are enumerated, This principle is expansive, that should be
applied to different cases and I did not think that it was strengthened to the mention in
particular of homosexuals. But in any case, this belongs to a discussion that was closed. I
do not doubt that if you had written the Constitution alone, you would have written a
different Constitution or a different Charter of human rights. And if I had written the
Charter of human rights or the Constitution alone, I would have written a different
Charter and a different Constitution. But this is the Constitution that we have written
together And this is the Constitution which binds together all of us and this is the
Constitution with which I am willing to live and this is the Constitution and the Charter of
rights I am willing to defend. (1:18) MICHAEL CASHMAN : - extra question - extra time
Vice President designate, this is extremely important because we have to judge you by
your actions. You said on one hand that you believe that the State should not intervene
on grounds of non discrimination against homosexuals. But you sought to specifically
remove that ground specifically that ground. So therefore we have a charter of
fundamental rights which you would not uphold. Answer BUTTIGLIONE : I must most
emphatically demy. I clearly said that this is the charter that we have made together and
this is the charter that I shall defend and that I am willing to defend. As what regards the
reasons why I made that amendment I explained those reasons. You may be in
agreement with my reasons or not but I think that my answer was clear. (01:32:00) MEP
IN'T VELD Commissioner designate, here we are not interested simply at your suitability
as a commissioner but whether you are suitable for your particular area of competence.



Now you have made some comments about women and homosexuality and you have
given your personal view which you have said would not affect your political activity. But
then I am extremely surprised that you were co- signatory to legislation or refused to
sign certain points of law in Italy which were not appropriate for you. So you cannot say
that the constitutional laws for fundamental rights will protect us right. That is not
enough. As a Commissioner you must be pro active and must yourself attempt to
develop a proper body of law. Do you have any specific plans over the next five years to
strengthen the role of women and to promote protection of homosexuals. We would like
to see whether there will be five years of progress or five years of impasse. Answer
BUTTIGLIONE : I am against discrimination, I think that all humans must enjoy the same
rights whether they are homosexual or heterosexual or whatever else. If whatever else
can be thought of. And I am engaged in defending the rights of all European citizens,
included the right to non discrimination. You want me to be proactive, I am not sure I
really understand what you mean with proactive. I think the rights of homosexuals
should be defended on the same basis as the rights of all other European citizens. If
there are specific problems regarding homosexuals, I am ready to consider these specific
problems. If you tell me for instance that there is a particular concentration of violence
against homosexuals, then I am ready to consider the hypothesis of specific legislation in
order to protect against this violence homosexuals and in order to give better guarantee
to the right to equality. But I would not accept the idea that homosexuals are a category
apart and that the defence of their rights should take place on a basis that is different of
all European citizens at large. So I am pro-active for European citizens. A little bit
different is the question of women. I think we should have specific projects regarding
women. I am worried about the fact that too few children are born in Europe. That is one
of a major European problem that stands in front of us And I think we all should make
reflections on the living condition of women with a man perhaps, of woman today , too
much without giving adequate support. This is an issue that I am wishing to raise. MEP
BOURLANGES, Chairman : Thank you. You were talking about defending homosexuals on
a different basis and you gave your views with regards to that. Now what do you mean
regarding what sort of attitude would you be against ? Answer BUTTIGLIONE : I would
defend the Charter i.e. the principle of non discrimination meaning that it is not
permissible to have any discrimination on the basis of sexual orientation in any sphere of
life. All European citizens should have equal rights to all European citizens. (1:39:00)
MEP KOSANE KOVACS : Commissioner Designate, Europe is multicultural and will become
more and more so. So I would like to ask whether you see any moral distinction in the
belonging to different religions or the relationships between believers and non believers.
On other areas with a higher or a lower level of crime, and you are a Christian are you or
are you a catholic, so if we all have equal rights do you mean that we should have equal
rights to discriminate against one another, to talk in discriminatory terms against the
Roma group or to speak against homosexuals and if not what legal measures would you
be in favour for amending the title that you referred to which covers all these categories
of persons. Answer BUTTIGLIONE : I am a Christian of catholic denomination as what
regards my personal religious belief. And I think we are moving towards a multicultural
society. I think we should be very careful because there is a debate on multicultural
society today. And multicultural society is like marriage. If you match cultures that
succeed in enriching a high level of mutual understanding, it may be very similar to
paradise. If you don't do that it may be similar to hell. And we have examples of
multicultural societies of the first kind and of the second kind. So we must all be engaged
in building in Europe a multicultural society. This is vital. And is based on reciprocal
comprehension and in which there is a high level of mutual understanding. I don't think
that people should be discriminated on the basis of their religion. And I think that
dialogue among religions should take place in such a form as to encourage people to
have respect for the other. To have respect does not mean that one should think that the
other is right and that there is not right or wrong. You may well think that there is a
difference between right or wrong, you may think that you are right and another person
is wrong and nevertheless think that as a human being he has an infinite value and he
deserve infinite respect. This is also true in all the cases you have mentioned. (...)
www.euro-fam.org



6. Gedanken zum Naturrecht

Robert Spaemann, Die Bedeutung des Natirlichen im Recht, in: Grenzen, zur ethischen
Dimension des Handels, Stuttgart 2001, S. 138f.: ,Platon, Aristoteles und die Stoa
etablieren aber nun einen neuen Begriff des von Natur Rechten. Er beruht auf zwei
Pramissen. Die erste ist, dass subjektiver Lustgewissen in der Natur immer eine Funktion
hat, also in einer objektiven teleologischen VerfaBtheit der individuellen Physis griindet.
Hunger und das Vergnigen seiner Stillung ist eine Funktion der Selbsterhaltung, das
sexuelle Vergnligen eine Funktion der Arterhaltung, das Vergnligen beim Ausiben einer
Kunst eine Funktion der objektiven Teleologie dieser Kunst usw. Lust ist die subjektive
Weise, die Erreichung eines objektiven Telos zu erleben. Die zweite Pramisse ist diese:
Der Mensch kann - im Unterschied zu anderen Lebewesen - diesen sonst latenten
Funktionszusammenhang erkennen. Infolgedessen kann er ihn auch Uberlisten und den
subjektiven Lustgewinn von der Erreichung des Telos... abkoppeln und direkt statt
indirekt anstreben. Dies zu tun ist allerdings destruktiv und fir Platon der Grund allen
Kulturverfalls. Aber warum sollten wir nicht destruktiv sein, wenn es Vergnligen macht?
Platon antwort lautete: Das verninftige Wesen realisiert sein Wesen gerade in der
ausdriicklichen Thematisierung des objektiv Guten und findet darin ein Glick..."



