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In 1972 Jeffrey Goldstein and Paul McGhee published their very influential Psychology of Humor. In his foreword to this book, Hans-Jürgen Eysenck (1972) considered this volume to be a "milestone in the development of the experimental study of humor", and added "…a milestone merely marks out the beginning of a long journey!" We are on this journey now for about 30 years, having passed other milestones in the form of published volumes and research articles, annual conferences on humor and laughter, the foundation of the ISHS, or the publication of a journal and book series devoted exclusively to humor research. Most of all, we turned into a multidisciplinary and international group. 

In my talk I will address the advances in humor, both in terms of the state of our society as well as the state of art in my own area—psychology. As regards the former I will present some statistics from a survey that will map the conditions of humor researchers throughout the world. I will address some of the goals that we have to achieve jointly, such as taxonomies of humor, a common binding terminology, or cross-cultural and interdisciplinary studies. I will also report about some initiatives pursuing this. Psychological research on humor and laughter has both expanded the canon of questions posed and become more sophisticated in their treatment since the 1972 book. Methodological and theoretical advances made in other fields of psychology have been adopted, such as psychometric standards, knowledge on distinguishing and assessment of different types of smiles, or the use of sophisticated designs and parameters in the study of the humor and health connection. Yet, old and basic questions still are unanswered or even wait being addressed affecting success when tackling new frontiers. For example, while we are searching for brain structures involved in humor and laughter we do not yet have a correct understanding of what of laughter is, or an agreement on what types of humor should be distinguished. We do have evidence that humor helps in coping with adversity, but is this true for all kind of humor, and with all sort of adversity? Likewise, will the postulated effects of laughter be found for all kinds of laughter? Obviously, the solution to most of those questions will require the involvement of more disciplines and we will also have to begin to ask whether findings are culture specific or universal.
