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The Relation Between Everyday Creativity
and Individuality-Relatedness

Jeong Eun I Park Yong Han

Chungwoon University Michigan State University

This study focuses on making clear the relation between everyday creativity and
individuality-relatedness. As a result of correlation analyses, everyday creativity showed .44 of
Pearson's r correlation with individuality and .55 of Pearson's r correlation with relatedness.
This indicates that one who is high in everyday creativity has both high individuality and
high relatedness. This result was supported through multiple regression analyses and 7 test.
That is, a creative person has not only the individualistic disposition such as independence,
originality, and self-insistence but also the related disposition such as cooperation, altruism,
and extroversion. Those two dispositions are not incompatible. This result supports the
several studies' suggestion that creative persons could have both positive and negative
characters. Also it shows the possibility that seemingly contradictory dispositions in their

meanings can Coexist.

Key words : everyday creativity, indiwiduality, relatedness
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