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QL.

Q2.

Q3.

Q4.

Q5.

Q6.

Q7.

Q8.

How do you rate the present quality of the academic activity of the Kyoto University
Psychology Union (KUPU) in terms of numbers and contents of the published work ?

__ Excellent __ Good __ Fair __ Poor __ Extremely poor

How do you rate the present quality of the educational activity of the KUPU in terms of
publications and presentations of the graduate students ?

__ Excellent __ Good __ Fair __ Poor __ Extremely poor

Do you think that this COE program has been successful in strengthening the academic
activity of the psychologist group of Kyoto University since the start of the program in
2002 ?

Yes _ Perhaps _ Neutral _ Doubtful __ No

Do you think that this program has been successful in strengthening graduate students who
major in psychology in Kyoto University since the start of the program in 2002 ?

Yes __ Perhaps __ Neutral __ Doubtful __ No

How do you rate the current strength of the KUPU as compared with other relevant
institutions or groups in Japan ?

__ Excellent __ Good __ Fair __ Poor __ Extremely poor

How do you rate the current strength of the KUPU as compared with other relevant
institutions or groups outside Japan ?

__ Excellent __ Good __ Fair __ Poor __ Extremely poor

Do you think that the KUPU deserves the “Center of Excellence for Psychological Studies?”
Yes __ Perhaps __ Neutral __ Doubtful __ No

Please provide the overall rating of the KUPU.
__ Excellent __ Good __ Fair __ Poor __ Extremely poor

5\ EBET{f Score Sheet M&EF & &

Question Baddeley de Waal Markus | Tomasello Tsuji

1. Current academic activity Good Excel/Good | Excellent | Excellent | Excellent
2. Current educational activity Excellent | Excel/Good - Excellent Good
3. Increase in academic activity Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

4. Increase in strength of students Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

5. Strength in Japan Excellent | Excel/Good | Excellent | Excellent | Excellent
6. Strength outside Japan Good Excel/Good | Excellent | Excellent Good
7. Deserve COE? Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

8. Overall rating Excellent | Excel/Good | Excellent | Excellent | Excellent




External Evaluation Score Sheet

Re: MEXT 21st Century COE Program, D-10 to Kyoto University
“Center of Excellence for Psychological Studies” (Kyoto University Psychology Union)
Program Leader: Kazuo Fujita, Graduate School of Letters

Your Name: Prof. Alan Baddeley
Affiliation: Department of Psychology, University of York
/ n|oé |
[

Date Filled: 30[

Please mark one for each question.

Q1. How do you rate the present quality of the academic activity of the Kyoto University
Psychology Union (KUPU) in terms of numbers and contents of the published work ?
\_/Excellent

v Good

__ Fair

__ Poor

__ Extremely poor

Q2. How do you rate the present quality of the educational activity of the KUPU in terms of
?h’cﬁtions and presentations of the graduate students ?

xcellent
MY Good
__ Fair

___ Poor
__ Extremely poor

Q3. Do you think that this COE program has been successful in strengthening the academic
actjvity of the psychologist group of Kyoto University since the start of the program in 2002 ?
e
__ Perhaps
__ Neutral
__ Doubtful

No

Q4. Do you think that this program has been successful in strengthening graduate students who
\m/a'gr in psychology in Kyoto University since the start of the program in 2002 ?
Yes :




__ Perhaps

__ Neutral

__ Doubtful
No

Q5. How do you rate the current strength of the KUPU as compared with other relevant
i\Wtioms or groups in Japan ?

_ Excellent

__ Good

__ Fair

__ Poor
__ Extremely poor

Q6. How do you rate the current strength of the KUPU as compared with other relevant
institutions or groups outside Japan ?

_fxcellent

VvV Good

__ Fair

__ Poor

__ Extremely poor

Q7. Do you think that the KUPU deserves the “Center of Excellence for Psychological
?ykes?” '

v’ Yes

__ Perhaps

__ Neutral

___ Doubtful

__No

Q8. Please provide the overall rating of the KUPU.,
\/EBxcellent

__ Good

__ Fair

__ Poor

__ Extremely poor

Please describe your free comments in about 2-3 separate typewritten pages.

Thank you very much for your evaluation.




Comments on the Fifth Year Report on COE Program D10 by Kyoto University

I found this report impressive both in the quantity and quality of research reported,
and perhaps even more so in the efforts made to establish international links, and to
facilitate the use of such links by graduate students. I was also impressed by progress
made over the period in number of publications in English, and in number of
presentations by members of the group. I was for example recently a discussant at a
meeting between Kyoto and Lancaster on collaborative projects, and was very
impressed by both the content and quality of the presentations by the Kyoto
contingent. Overall then I would regard the program as highly successful.

I will comment further by elaborating on my responses to your questions:

1.

Academic activity [ rated this program as representing a good though not
excellent centre of excellence. My reason is that, perhaps not unnaturally, not
all the groups achieve the same standard of international excellence. In so far
as [ am capable of judging, I would regard the imaging and single unit
recording as being of a very high standard, publishing extensively in top
journals. I see this of being an area of traditional strength in Japan, whereas
my own area cognitive psychology has in the past featured less strongly on the
international stage. I am very pleased to note that this is beginning to change,
with the Kyoto group producing highly original work that is now beginning to
appear in top journals. This seems to be a group that is likely to continue to
develop in Kyoto. I am less familiar with comparative psychology, but note
that this appears to be a highly active and respected group. The social and
clinical work seems to be rather less strong, although interesting issues are
tackled, and some papers appear to be of a high quality. My lack of
enthusiasm for other aspects of the work may simply reflect the fact that I am
not well attuned to some qualitative approaches to psychology. Furthermore it
is always difficult to combine teaching, clinical practice and a substantial
research agenda, making high quality research difficult in this area.

Educational activity 1 am not sufficiently familiar with the Japanese system
to give a very informed view here, but the graduate students appear to be
developing and publishing at a very good rate.

. Strengthening My contact with Kyoto has been relatively recent, but the

evidence presented here, together with own experience suggests that the
program is having a major positive impact. In particular, its encouragement of
international contacts both through meetings and through collaborations seems
to be an excellent development.

Graduate students [ assume that this must be improving the performance of
graduate students, but cannot speak with authority here.

Japanese comparison I am not sufficiently familiar with Japanese
psychology to make a sensible comparison, but I know of no stronger group.




6. International comparison Internationally, I would rate this as a good centre of
excellence, but not at this point outstanding. First, because as described above
I would not regard all the groups as being of an equally high international
standard. Secondly, although it is hard for an outsider to judge, I do not get
the impression of an integrated centre in which the parts interact to produce a
stronger whole. I suspect that this maybe for historical institutional reasons,
and hence not easily changed. I wonder also whether the categorisation into
groups is optimal. It would of course be highly impressive if genuine and
positive interaction could be observed between the range of levels from
neuroscience to psychotherapy, but experience suggests that this is unlikely.
Perhaps it would be better to be less ambitious and group the different areas
together, but with a remit to carry out a number of joint programs across areas.
I suggest this only tentatively as I know it is very difficult to make
institutional changes that are truly constructive.

7. Centre of excellence? 1 do think that this is a centre of excellence in
psychology studies.

8. Overall rating 1 would deliver an overall judgement of “excellent”.

I hope you find these comments useful, and that this admirable program will be
continued.

Y ours sincerely

Ao, Bt

Professor A D Baddeley CBE, FR



LIVING LINKS

Center for the Advanced Study of Human & Ape Evolution

Prof. Kazuo Fujita
COE Program
Graduate School of Letters
Kyoto University
Sakyo-Kyoto 606-8501
JAPAN
November 26, 2006

Dear Professor Fujita,

The Center for Excellence for Psychological Studies at Kyoto University, established in
2002, constitutes a truly ambitious undertaking. Even though many universities here in the US
have the same sorts of interests represented on campus — development, mind and brain,
comparative cognition, and so on — I have never seen the sort of integration as represented in this
COE Program. The program may therefore well be unique.

The theme label “Cosmos of the Mind” gives a general impression of the program’s
topic, but what I see represented in the 5" Year Report is in fact quite focused. The main interest
of the various researchers seems how the human mind operates, and by extension how it
compares with the nonhuman mind. So, there is attention to mental images, the relation between
body and mind, social communication, the evolution of intelligence, the effects of culture, and
the role of emotions. One unique strong point is the collaboration with the University of
Michigan, known for its cultural psychology expertise, and another unique strong point is the
extensive contact with the excellent Primate Research Institute, in Inuyama.

Let me start by saying how incredibly active and productive this program has been.
Reading through the long list of conferences, workshops, and lectures one gets the idea of
continuous activity and intellectual stimulation. Given the list of publications and student
lectures at conferences it is obvious that productivity is extraordinary. This program delivers big
time, and must offer highly fertile ground for both students and faculty. The report includes a
rich variety of excellent published articles, which is very impressive even though it offers only a
small sample of what has been produced. Overall, I feel that the Ministry of Education is
receiving an excellent return on its money - both in terms of science and education.

In reading the articles, I was struck how up to date are most of the questions addressed
and methodology selected. Bringing in outsiders for meetings and sending students abroad
obviously means that Kyoto psychologists are fully informed about the themes of research that

Living Links Center®, Yerkes Regional Primate Research Center, Emory University
954 North Gatewood Road, Atlanta, Georgia 30329, USA
Tel. 404/727-3696 (general) or 7-3695 (FdW), Fax (404) 727-3270, dewaal@emory.edu




are most active in the world. The result is a modern academic outlook that otherwise might be
hard to attain.

These international contacts also have the effect that students learn to read and write in
English. As I have experienced during my visits to Japan, students are at ease with international
visitors and at English-speaking conferences. This is very important for the international
standing of Japanese science, and quite an improvement from how things were fifteen years ago.

I must say that I find it hard to detect weaknesses in the program. Obviously, the program
has brought together existing scientists on campus - it probably has not opened new faculty lines
or set up new directions. If this ever happens, Kyoto University should consider adding more
neuroscience to its psychology. A substantial neuroimaging component would round out the
interests of the program. For example, there is a rapidly growing field of affective (or social)
neuroscience that would nicely fit with the rest of the program. In addition, the role of emotions
in behavior is increasingly being studied in both human adults and children, and also in animals.
Greater emphasis on these two areas would greatly strengthen the program.

Another point - but this a question rather than a comment - is how the graduate
program(s) are integrated. Can students move between advisors, rotate across laboratories, and
do students have shared sessions where they test ideas out on each other? It is unclear how the
graduate education is standardized and integrated across campus, even though it is obvious that
students are very much part of the program, active participants in the science, and productive in
their writing and presenting. The educational component of the program looks strong.

All in all, I give this program a very high rating. It has succeeded marvelously in bringing
together different strands of psychology on Kyoto campus into a harmonious whole that must be
a pleasure to be part of. I therefore wish this program a long future built upon its current
foundation.

External Evaluation Sheet
Questions 1,2,5,6,8: Excellent/good
Questions 3,4,7: Yes

Sincerely,

-~

=aV O

———

Frans B. M. de Waal, Ph. D.
Director, Living Links and C. H. Candler Professor
of Primate Behavior, Psychology Department

National Academy of Sciences since 2004

Living Links Center®, Yerkes Regional Primate Research Center, Emory University
954 North Gatewood Road, Atlanta, Georgia 30329, USA
Tel. 404/727-3696 (general) or 7-3695 (FdW), Fax (404) 727-3270, dewaal@emory.edu




External Evaluation Score Sheet

Re: MEXT 21st Century COE Program, D-10 to Kyoto University
“Center of Excellence for Psychological Studies” (Kyoto University Psychology Union)
Program Leader: Kazuo Fujita, Graduate School of Letters

Your Name: Prof. Hazel Rose Markus
Affiliation: Department of Psychology, Stanford University
Date Filled: December 1, 2006

Please mark one for each question.

Q1. How do you rate the present quality of the academic activity of the Kyoto University
Psychology Union (KUPU) in terms of numbers and contents of the published work ?
__ X Excellent
__ Good
Fair
Poor
__ Extremely poor

Q2. How do you rate the present quality of the educational activity of the KUPU in terms of
publications and presentations of the graduate students ?
__ Excellent
Good
Fair
Poor
__ Extremely poor

Q3. Do you think that this COE program has been successful in strengthening the academic
activity of the psychologist group of Kyoto University since the start of the program in 2002 ?
_ xYes
__ Perhaps
__ Neutral
__ Doubtful

No

Q4. Do you think that this program has been successful in strengthening graduate students who
major in psychology in Kyoto University since the start of the program in 2002 ?
X Yes



__ Perhaps

__ Neutral

__ Doubtful
No

Q5. How do you rate the current strength of the KUPU as compared with other relevant
institutions or groups in Japan ?
__ X Excellent
__ Good
Fair
Poor
__ Extremely poor

Q6. How do you rate the current strength of the KUPU as compared with other relevant
institutions or groups outside Japan ?
__ X Excellent
__ Good
Fair
Poor
__ Extremely poor

Q7. Do you think that the KUPU deserves the “Center of Excellence for Psychological
Studies?”
X Yes
__ Perhaps
__ Neutral
__ Doubtful
No

Q8. Please provide the overall rating of the KUPU.
_X_ Excellent
__ Good
Fair
Poor
__ Extremely poor

Thank you very much for your evaluation.



STANFORD UNIVERSITY
DEPARTMENT OF PSYCHOLOGY

Jordan Hall, Bldg. 420
Stanford, California 94305-2130

Hazel Rose Markus 650-723-4404 PHONE
Davis-Brack Professor 650-725-5699 FAX

In the Behavioral Sciences

hmarkus@psych.stanford.edu

The 5 —year report of the MEXT 21"
Century COE Program

December 1, 2006

Dear Dr, Fujita,

I was first introduced to the 21° Century COE Program D-10 at Kyoto
University when I had the opportunity to attend an international symposium on
“Socio-cultural Foundations of Cognition” in December 2002. In 2003, I
participated in the first Kyoto-Michigan Collaboration in Psychology on “Self,
Cognition, and Emotion.” Both of these events were truly impressive and among
the best conferences I have had the opportunity to attend. The qualities of the
science and also of the presentations themselves were nearly uniformly excellent.
I was struck by the holistic and interdisciplinary approach evident in each
conference. What I observed and what appears as a highly successful and
defining feature of the 21" Century program is the concerted effort to examine
phenomena central to psychology, e.g., self, emotion or cognition by combining
the insights of experimental, field and clinical approaches. In my view, this is
exactly what is necessary in psychology. Everywhere, the field of psychology is
rapidly expanding and simultaneously becoming increasingly fragmented. Social
psychologists talk to social psychologists, neuroscientists to each other, and
developmentalists only to other developmentalists. Yet as these conferences
revealed, when carefully selected, psychologists with different approaches can
stimulate and markedly extend and enhance each other’s thinking. The funding
of these relatively small and focused interdisciplinary conferences that create and
maintain interaction among scientists and develop networks of scientists from a
variety of universities is one of the very significant outcomes of the program.

The 2003 Kyoto-Michigan conference presented new, cutting-edge
research on attention, cognition, emotion, self, and culture. Because the
conference was designed to include both Japanese and American psychologists
on each topic, the discussion was very lively and highly productive. I know that
the American participants experienced the conference as extremely valuable and
hoped that this type of collaborative conference would continue. Many of the



American psychologists learned more about the sophisticated methods, theories
and approaches of their Kyoto colleague in the two days of the conference than
they had learned in the previous five years. Some collaboration was begun
during this time, and the Americans developed a high level of respect for the
creativity and the rigor of psychology at Kyoto University. The American
psychologists at this conference were particularly struck by fluid and broad
theorizing of the Kyoto psychologists, and their willingness to integrate insights
from various sub-areas of psychology, to consider, for example, the
interdependencies among environmental activities and mental activities, or to
consider the role of mental representations in both humans and diverse
nonhuman species,

If a goal of KUPU is to strengthen its reputation outside Japan, the
activities of the “Center of Excellence for Psychological Studies” are an excellent
mechanism for doing so. In my observation, American scientists to not always
take time to consider and incorporate work done outside the U.S. Small
international conferences that pair leading scientists from two or three countries
on particular topics can quickly establish important working relationships that
could well develop into jointly funded, collaborative research. Whenever
possible, such conferences should provide funds so that graduate students can
participate. Early exposure may help develop habits of interdisciplinary and
cross-national engagement. I am imagining that the various COE activities have
promoted the research activities of graduate students, although I cannot make
this judgment from the materials included here.

From reading the high quality materials sent to me, I am certain that the
COE program has strengthened the academic and scientific activity of the group
of psychologists at Kyoto University. The book, Diversity of Cognition edited by
Kazuo Fujita and Shoji Ikakura which is a product of a conference on “Diversity
of Cognition: Evolution, Development, Domestication and Pathology” is very
well done. The book is nicely organized and the chapters are clearly written and
easy to read (unlike many books from conferences). It is an appealing volume
with attractive photos and illustrations Together the chapters examine a variety
of provocative issues about cognitive flexibility and about behavioral and
cognitive adaptations across species. If the book is properly advertised and
marketed, I can predict it will be widely read and cited.

The four sub-projects: 1) nature and function of mental images and
representations; 2) embodied mind; 3) interaction with cultural and social milieu;
and 4) evolution and life-span development are appropriate in that together they
capture and highlight most of the exciting new developments in psychology. All
four projects reflect the understanding that the minds, brains and selves are
diverse and change with time. Moreover, minds are conditioned by and



contingent on social situations and cultural and evolutionary contexts. This
framework marks a move away from a more fixed and static view of mind that
has been psychology’s implicit model and represents an important paradigm
shift with far-reaching consequences.

Overall, the productivity of COE members is strong and appears to have
grown impressively since the beginning of the program. As an American with
limited non-English language skills, I am pleased to see the large number of
English publications. The number of articles in tier one or top-level journals is
notable. A useful aim for subsequent years of the program might be books that
are single or dual authored and that integrate these findings in products with
little jargon and highly accessible language. Such books can help foster the
overall significant goal of studying “the cosmos in the mind.” I would also hope
that COE members would pursue the idea of an inclusive theory. Psychology
could benefit from some new grand theories.

The report authors report that they believe “we have obtained satisfactory
results in both quality and quantity, in both research and educational activities.”
Perhaps it is only my American tendency for hyperbole, but I evqaluate the
program much more highly. I think this COE program has obtained exemplary
results. Iwould urge its members to keep very careful notes on the history of
the program because it may well be experienced as a tipping point for
psychology in Japan.

Sincerely,

L Ao |
F’qﬁj. P K JU / *1%’“--1____
Hazel Rose Markus, Ph.D.
Davis-Brack Professor in the Behavioral
Sciences
Stanford University



External Evaluation Score Sheet

Re: MEXT 21st Century COE Program, D-10 to Kyoto University
“Center of Excellence for Psychological Studies” (Kyoto University Psychology Union)

Program Leader: Kazuo Fujita, Graduate School of Letters

Your Name: Prof. Michael Tomasello
Affiliation: Max Planck Institute for Evolutionary Anthropology

Date Filled: M [Z, bt

Please mark one for each question.

Q1. How do you rate the present quality of the academic activity of the Kyoto University
Psychology Union (KUPU) in terms of numbers and contents of the published work ?
X Excellent
_ Good
Fair
Poor
__ Extremely poor
Q2. How do you rate the present quality of the educational activity of the KUPU in terms of
publications and presentations of the graduate students ?
X Excellent
__ Good
__ Fair

Poor

__ Extremely poor

Q3. Do you think that this COE program has been successful in strengthening the academic
activity of the psychologist group of Kyoto University since the start of the program in 2002 ?
K Yes

__ Perhaps

__ Neutral

___ Doubtful

__No

Q4. Do you think that this program has been successful in strengthening graduate students who
major in psychology in Kyoto University since the start of the program in 2002 ?

gﬁ Yes



__ Perhaps
__ Neutral
__ Doubtful
__No
Q5. How do you rate the current strength of the KUPU as compared with other relevant
institutions or groups in Japan ?
x Excellent
; Good
Fair
Poor

Extremely poor

Q6. How do you rate the current strength of the KUPU as compared with other relevant
institutions or groups outside Japan ?

X Excellent

__ Good

___ Fair

___ Poor

__ Extremely poor

Q7. Do you think that the KUPU deserves the “Center of Excellence for Psychological
Studies?”
X_ Yes
; Perhaps
__ Neutral
___ Doubtful
__No
Q8. Please provide the overall rating of the KUPU.
Excellent
__ Good
Fair
Poor
__ Extremely poor

Please describe your free comments in about 2-3 separate typewritten pages.

Thank you very much for your evaluation.



MAX PLANCK INSTITUTE FOR

EVOLUTIONARY ANTHROPOLOGY
Deutscher Platz 6
D-04103 Leipzig GERMANY

tomas@eva.mpg.de November 12, 2006

Kazuo Fujita, D.Sc.

Program Leader of the 21st Century COE Porgram "Center of Excellence for
Psychological Studies", D-10, Kyoto University.

Graduate School of Letters

Kyoto University

Kyoto, Japan

Dear Dr Fujita,

[ am writing in response to your request to evaluate the scientific performance of
your 21st Century Center of Excellence Program for Psychological Studies at
Kyoto University. Let me say first of all that I have no specific connections to this
program, either financial, scientific, or personal. I know some of the scientific
staff from professional contexts only. My evaluation may therefore be
considered objective.

First and most importantly, the scientific productivity of the program is
excellent. The core members and students both produce excellent, world-class
research published in the best journals and books in the field. There is also a
reasonable amount of research published in Japanese as well, which makes it less
accessible internationally, but more accessible to the Japanese public, which is a
good thing. It therefore strikes me that this is an excellent balance.

Many of the members of the group - if not the group itself as an entity - are
highly visible and highly respected internationally. The number of international
meetings and international guests who have visited Kyoto University is truly
impressive. This is good for everyone, but especially the students who need to
experience scientists from all different cultures to develop their skills to the
maximum possible.

There are many important collaborations among the members of the group, and
this is the most important thing. It would appear, however, that collaborations
with international scientists are not so numerous, and this should be encouraged
more. International collaborations ensure that the full range of scientific
knowledge and expertise is brought to bear on the scientific problems being



investigated.

I know that in programs this big there will quite naturally be much diversity of
interests. The current four research teams represent a wide range of scientific
disciplines and methodologies, and this is one of its great strengths. But it can
also be a weakness, if the members have too little in common to interact
productively. I think this is not a problem, as the record demonstrates. I will
say, however, that the clinical work is on the far edge of the mission of this
scientific group, and should not take up too many of its resources for
investigating basic scientific questions.

In all, it is clear from the materials and record that this is one of the best and most
productive scientific groups in the world studying human and primate behavior,
affect, and cognition. Keeping this group funded at a high level should be a top
priority for the relevant funding agencies in Japan. The international scientific
community will benefit greatly from the continued productivity of these top-
flight scientists.

Thank you for your time and attention, and please let me know if there's

anything further I may do to help you in evaluating your program.

With best wishes,

Vi

Michael Tomasello
Professor & Director



External Evaluation Score Sheet

Re: MEXT 21st Century COE Program, D-10 to Kyoto University
“Center of Excellence for Psychological Studies” (Kyoto University Psychology Union)
Program Leader: Kazuo Fujita, Graduate School of Letters

Your Name: Prof. Keiichiro Tsuji
Affiliation: _Professor Emeritus, Nagoya University
Date Filled: 30 November, 2006

Please mark one for each question.

Q1. How do you rate the present quality of the academic activity of the Kyoto University
Psychology Union (KUPU) in terms of numbers and contents of the published work ?
X Excellent
__ Good
Fair
Poor
__ Extremely poor

Q2. How do you rate the present quality of the educational activity of the KUPU in terms of
publications and presentations of the graduate students ?

__ Excellent

X Good

__ Fair

__ Poor

__ Extremely poor

Q3. Do you think that this COE program has been successful in strengthening the academic
activity of the psychologist group of Kyoto University since the start of the program in 2002 ?
X Yes
__ Perhaps
__ Neutral
__ Doubtful

No

Q4. Do you think that this program has been successful in strengthening graduate students who
major in psychology in Kyoto University since the start of the program in 2002 ?
X Yes



__ Perhaps

__ Neutral

__ Doubtful
No

Q5. How do you rate the current strength of the KUPU as compared with other relevant
institutions or groups in Japan ?
X Excellent
__ Good
Fair
Poor
__ Extremely poor

Q6. How do you rate the current strength of the KUPU as compared with other relevant
institutions or groups outside Japan ?

__ Excellent

X Good

__ Fair

__ Poor

__ Extremely poor

Q7. Do you think that the KUPU deserves the “Center of Excellence for Psychological
Studies?”
X Yes
__ Perhaps
Neutral
Doubtful
No

Q8. Please provide the overall rating of the KUPU.
X Excellent
__ Good
Fair
Poor
__ Extremely poor

Thank you very much for your evaluation.



External Evaluation Score Sheet

Re: MEXT 21st Century COE Program, D-10 to Kyoto University

“Center of Excellence for Psychological Studies” (Kyoto University
Psychology Union)

Program Leader: Kazuo Fujita, Graduate School of Letters

Your Name: Prof. Keiichiro Tsuji
Affiliation: Professor Emeritus, Nagoya University
Date Filled: 30 November, 2006

Free comments on the acitivities of KUPU
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