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Introduction

The purpose of the present study is to explore the extent to which
teachers use appropriate and inappropriate humor during the teaching
process. Humor in education is an essential tool that can help teachers to
enhance student learning by creating a motivating classroom environment.
Humor in teaching, is any verbal or non-verbal message used by the teacher
to communicate and engage students in fun and entertaining emotions. The
result of years of research by educational researchers is that humor has been
considered as a catalyst (facilitator) of learning and teaching. Humor can be
used by the teacher in many different situations; but some types of humor
can be more useful than others. Using humor in the classroom requires
certain techniques and principles that can be learned. Some types of humor
have positive results and increase the effectiveness of teaching. In contrast,
there are other types of humor that, when used in the teaching process, have
negative effects on the teaching and learning process. In this regard, the
category that has been studied in this study is the category of Frymier et al.
(2008, p.5,4) which classifies humor in teaching in to two categories:
appropriate humor and inappropriate humor. Appropriate humor means that
humor is not offensive or appropriate for the classroom. Inappropriate humor
is a type of humor that is offensive or not appropriate for the classroom.
Therefore, the use of humor is also planned and by observing its aspects,
facilitates learning and makes the learning process attractive.

* M.A in Curriculum Planning, Department of Education, Shahid Chamran University of
Ahvaz, Iran

+x Assistant Professor, Department of Education, Shahid Chamran University of Ahvaz, Iran.
Corresponding Author: razavi_sa@scu.ac.ir

«++  Associate Professor, Department of Education, Shahid Chamran University of Ahvaz,
Iran


mailto:razavi_sa@scu.ac.ir

Journal of Educational Sciences (Spring & Summer, 2022, 29/1) 60

Method

This research is a quantitative research based on statistical analysis of
numerical information in terms of approach and data collection method. In
terms of purpose, it is applied and in terms of nature and method, it is a
descriptive research, survey type. The statistical population of this study
included all secondary school students in Shush city (Khuzestan province) in
the academic year 2019-2020. The minimum sample size was calculated
according to Morgan table and a total of 366 students were selected by
stratified random sampling method. The required data were collected
through an appropriate and inappropriate humor questionnaire (Frymier et
al., 2008). Using Cronbach's alpha, the reliability of the questionnaire was
calculated (0=0.95). One-sample t-test, independent t-test and dependent t-
test were used to analyze the data.

Results

Findings showed that teachers' use of two types of appropriate and
inappropriate humor was less than average, while teachers in the teaching
process were used more appropriate humor than the inappropriate one. Also,
male teachers, more than female teachers, have used appropriate and
inappropriate humor in the teaching process.

Discussion

Student learning is very important, and it is the teacher's task to produce
his teachings- learning process, and topics with appropriate communication
tools to make student learning a reality. One of these communication tools is
humor, which the teacher should be able to use the best types of humor,
including the appropriate humor that helps the teaching-learning process.
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inappropriate humor in the teaching process
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Table 4. Results of dependent t-test analysis to compare teachers' use of appropriate
humor and inappropriate humor

95%
Sig Confidence t Std. Error Std Type of
cg_, Interval of The e n Mean deviation Mean  humor
T onn - Difference ) Slalp QW) Sl L&l s

SO Upper Lower 3 . o .o
N o d Sre gl s b g

0.033 0627 256  cwl

0.001 0.780 0.650 21.578 366

0.043 0819 184  cesbul

Solsgme v 5 (YVOVA) L ol 5 Slks 55 o sdalice ¥ sir 53 &S < S0l

Fas 3 Ol eslizul oy &S S S amed Ol o Olabl Ao 53 40 LI cel (p<e/00)
oSl Oy W Sle e lal 5 sls 355 (gobsbas sl bl 5 conles ab
U5 g ool (VAY) sl (b 55 :S0ke ) 2 (V/0F) olin a5

iles S eslital oo ol 5 5 5l iy s AT 3 Ol &S 38 s



vy Ol s Ja g5 5k Xl 53 b & 98 (S 4 s

?b)‘.) Jﬁ}@)w Jf}d)d\ﬁjjbwu&écﬁ)\ozmwldfLﬂYl U’:"'“’J'l
033l 3z bl il b 5 51 Ol sslinal Ol s amlie ) slite

A eslaad Jjﬁ«w

oo bl e a5 5l elizal Ol b g o (slae Ll O s
Table 5. Statistics on the use of appropriate humor based on gender

Std. deviation Mean Gender
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Table 6. Independent t-test results to compare the level of humor used by male and
female teachers
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Table 7. Statistics on the use of inappropriate humor by gender
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Table 8. Independent t-test results to compare the use of inappropriate humor of
male and female teachers
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