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ABSTRACT 
 
 
Barry Simon, D.Min. 
 
Utilizing Visual Objects in Preaching to Adults in order to 
Increase Memory Retention of Sermon Content 
 
Lillian Breckenridge, Ed.D., Supervisor 
 
 

 This project was developed because the researcher 

believed strongly that preachers could increase the 

congregation’s memory of sermon content. The project sought 

to prove that an intentional inclusion of visual objects 

within an adult message would increase the retention of 

sermon content. 

 The project took place at Valley Fellowship Church, an 

independent charismatic church located in Huntsville,    

Alabama. The church, which has two Sunday morning services, 

had a combined Sunday morning attendance of 371 at the time 

of the project. The project involved three Sunday mornings. 

Each Sunday, one morning service served as a control group 

while the other service served as a test group. The only 

variable manipulated in the project was the use of a visual 

aid with the test group and the absence of a visual aid with 

the control group. Twenty volunteers for each service were 

solicited via phone by a research assistant and asked to 

complete three questionnaires immediately following the 
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service that they attended. One questionnaire secured 

demographic information. The second questionnaire tested the 

volunteers’ abilities to recall the sermon’s themes and 

points. The third questionnaire sought to test the 

volunteers’ abilities to recognize the theme and points in a 

multiple-choice format. Five volunteers from each service 

were asked to complete follow-up questionnaires two weeks 

after the sermon. The questions on the follow-up 

questionnaire attempted to identify how many of the 

volunteers were able to still recall the sermon content. 

 A research assistant tabulated the results and demo-

graphic variables were established to identify who was most 

affected by the visual objects. The questions were totaled 

and then averaged together to generate the overall differ-

ences and similarities of the two groups. 

 The results of the initial questionnaires revealed a 

five percent difference in retention between the groups as a 

whole on the recall questionnaire with the visual group 

scoring higher. On the recognition questions, the test group 

scored one percent higher than the control group. Finally, 

the follow-up questionnaire revealed that the visual group 

remembered 28.5 percent better than the non-visual group. 

 The visual objects did increase the adults’ abilities 

to retain sermon themes and points. The hypothesis was sup-

ported. No statistically significant claims were made due to 

the use of unvalidated materials in questioning but the 

project did generate positive results. 
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PREFACE 
 

 Society is changing. The electronic age has created new 

challenges for the Church. In this age of multi-media 

frenzy, questions rise whether the sermon is a legitimate 

way to continue to convey the Gospel. The sermon is a 

legitimate and necessary tool in the Church today. The 

changes in society afford the pastor opportunities to 

utilize creativity and variation in sermon delivery. 

 This project sought to find if visual objects used in 

the course of preaching to adults increased the retention of 

sermon themes and points. Valley Fellowship Church, an inde-

pendent charismatic church, located in Huntsville, Alabama, 

served as the setting for the project. Through the course of 

the project, the hypothesis proved to be true. In this pro-

ject, the primary Bible translation was the New 

International Version. 
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