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WFZER IR DOBEE (3530) : The purpose of this research is to show a practical and synthetic
model in theory in order to establish a peace. Especially, the distinguishing feature of this
research is a point to reconstruct the problem of ‘Peace’ from a perspective of ‘Reconciliation’
woven by various phases of actual life. This theme is pursued by multifaceted approaches
of applied ethics —bioethics, environmental ethics, educational ethics, political ethics and
social ethics- through this research. As a consequence, some processes of ‘Reconciliation’
to solve the following basic problems are shown: exclusiveness and belligerence against
heterogeneous groups, and an ever-deteriorating series of such unfortunate events.
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