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2

N M SD N M SD

68 8.52 4.31 65 8.72 5.09 8.62

68 12.72 6.59 12.58 65 7.18 7.30 7.34 9.96

68 5.85 2.52 65 5.82 2.53 5.84

68 7.50 2.84 7.50 65 4.72 3.86 4.73 6.11

68 5.60 4.29 65 4.94 5.24 5.28
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68 12.09 3.36 65 8.49 8.49 4.56 5.28

68 18.10 7.04 17.25 65 15.25 8.55 16.14 16.69

68 8.18 3.31 65 6.14 3.01 7.18

68 11.03 3.55 10.70 65 9.63 4.27 9.98 10.34

68 9.12 6.07 65 6.03 5.48 5.97

68 15.01 9.47 14.34 65 12.78 9.52 14.49 13.92

68 1.46 2.01 65 1.89 1.79 1.67

68 1.18 1.88 1.04 65 1.28 1.54 1.42 1.23

3

Wilks’ Sig.

.965 .658

.956 .526

.924 .166

.894 .045

.889 .035

.957 .535

.979 .852

* p < .01

4 7, 1 , 124 = .828 p <

.01

5 5

t p < .01 0

t 0
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4

Df SSCP

7 698.16 369.15 487.60 146.58 96.27 114.07 49.40 .346*

369.15 195.82 77.50 77.50 50.91 60.30 26.12

487.60 257.82 340.54 102.37 67.23 79.65 34.50

146.58 77.50 102.37 30.77 20.21 23.94 10.37

96.27 50.90 67.23 20.11 13.27 15.73 6.81

114.05 60.30 79.65 23.94 15.73 18.63 8.07

49.40 26.12 34.50 10.37 6.81 8.07 3.50

1 1315.52 590.01 1215.43 875.47 474.54 793.68 83.09 .828*

590.01 269.11 543.06 370.75 207.26 342.47 41.60

1235.43 543.06 1304.38 1201.52 518.48 1013.86 124.03

875.47 370.75 1021.52 1647.15 676.08 1985.42 204.55

474.54 207.26 518.48 676.08 304.58 830.81 76.62

793.68 342.47 1013.86 1985.42 830.81 3113.67 173.34

83.09 41.60 124.03 204.55 76.21 173.34 75.79

124 4999.95 2243.81 4170.22 2386.53 969.45 1694.19 138.95

2243.81 1220.91 1792.75 1158.18 461.10 899.16 51.39

4170.22 1792.75 4529.46 1766.56 719.16 1195.38 102.02

2386.53 1158.18 1766.56 6355.19 2877.62 5810.92 341.79

969.45 461.10 719.16 2877.62 1702.50 2550.00 161.67

1694.19 899.16 1195.38 5810.92 2550.00 8698.30 281.36

134.95 51.39 102.02 341.79 161.67 281.36 311.11

* p < .01

0 77
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95
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5.24 1.26 4.16* 2.75 7.73

2.77 .62 4.45* 1.54 4.00

3.66 1.20 3.05* 1.29 6.03

1.10 1.42 .77 -1.71 3.91

.72 .73 .98 -.73 2.18

.86 1.66 .52 -2.43 4.14

-.37 .31 -1.18 -.99 .25

* p < .01

1. 

139 70 69
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7 7

p p < .01

p

> .01

6

N M SD N M SD

70 3.34 .58 69 3.33 .60 3.33

70 3.38 .57 3.39 69 3.47 .54 3.46 3.43

70 3.35 .79 69 3.36 .74 3.36

70 3.45 .78 3.45 69 3.46 .87 3.46 3.46

70 3.07 .80 69 3.12 .77 3.09

70 3.20 .75 3.21 69 3.19 .88 3.18 3.19

70 3.36 .73 69 3.44 .60 3.40

70 3.39 .73 3.40 69 3.40 .74 3.39 3.39

70 3.93 .65 69 3.85 .80 3.89

70 3.83 .63 3.81 69 3.78 .71 3.79 3.80

70 3.01 .65 69 2.91 .81 2.96

70 3.17 .73 3.17 69 3.11 .84 3.12 3.14
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Wilks’ Sig.

.838 .001*

.935 .223

.945 .328

.937 .246

.963 .600

.958 .512

* p < .01

0 8 8

0 6, 6, 131 = .490 p < .01

0

8 6, 1, 131 = .993 p > .01

8

df SSCP

6 4.53 6.02 6.17. 4.32 3.01 3.68 .490*

6.02 16.05 16.08 10.02 6.57 15.30

6.17 16.08 16.32 10.32 6.28 15.20

4.32 10.02 10.32 10.93 5.34 11.02

3.01 6.57 6.28 5.34 7.71 8.59

3.68 15.30 15.20 11.02 8.59 18.58

1 .132 .09 .08 .04 .05 .11 .993

.009 .01 .01 .01 .01 .01

.080 .01 .05 .02 .03 .06

.035 .01 .02 .01 .01 .03

.048 .03 .03 .01 .02 .04

.106 .07 .06 .03 .04 .09

131 37.68 26.40 18.55 15.12 16.26 10.04

26.40 78.32 61.22 49.12 37.90 42.95

18.55 61.22 75.19 50.52 33.79 47.16

15.12 49.12 50.52 62.44 32.79 33.95

16.26 37.90 33.79 32.79 54.14 22.63

10.04 42.95 47.16 33.95 22.63 66.41

* p < .01
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4 1.88 1.88 1.92 1.83 .640*
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.06 .21 .19 .34
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The Effect of a Humor Training Curriculum Blended into
on Integrated Activities Course on 7th-Grade Students’

Creative Thinking and Interpersonal Coping Skills

CHIN-YUAN CHANG HSUEH-CHIH CHEN YI-YING HUANG

Department of Educational Psychology Department of Educational Psychology Institute of Teacher Education/

and Counseling and Counseling Center for Creativity

National Taiwan Normal University National Taiwan Normal University/ and Innovation Studies

Center for Creativity National Chengchi University

and Innovation Studies

National Chengchi University

The purposes of this study were (1) to design a humor-training curriculum for 7th-grade students and (2) to

investigate the effect of this curriculum on the creative thinking and the interpersonal coping skills of 7th-

grade students. For these aims, the researchers first divided 4 classes of 7th-grade students into the

experimental group and control group. The experimental group was trained using a new intergrated-activities

curriculum, which was embedded with humor-training skills. In contrast, the control group was trained with

the usual integrated activities curriculum. The dependent variables included participants’ performances on the

New Creativity Test , the Multidimensional Sence of Humor Scale , and the Humoristic-

Interpersonal Coping Inventory . After one year of training, the researchers found that: (1) in terms of

creative thinking, the experimental group significantly outperformed the control group on linguistic creative

thinking, although they both performed equally well on pictorial creative thinking and (2) for interpersonal

coping skills, there was no difference between the performances of the experimental and control group on the

multi-component humor inventory and the humoristic- interpersonal coping inventory.

KEY WORDS: interpersonal coping, humor training curriculum incorporated into integrated

activities, creative thinking
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