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A 2 X 2 within-subject ANOVA were performed to explore the following research questions. Does object contact presented through visual pictorial format lead to better memory than object contact presented through a verbal description format?  The second question is, are disease contact items better remembered in comparison to non-disease contact items? 
The mean score for disease objects presented pictorially was (M = 6.80, SD= 2.06). The mean score for disease objects presented verbally was (M= 8.57, SD= 1.37). The mean score for healthy objects presented pictorially was (M=7.82, SD= 1.85), and the mean score for healthy objects presented verbally was (M=7.50, SD=1.48). The main effect of object recognition was statically significant F (1,39) = 2.72, p = .107, partial n2 = .065. 
The results show there was a significance between diseased objects presented pictorially and healthy objects presented verbally F (1,39) = p = .185. There is a significant effect between diseased objects presented verbally and Healthy objects presented pictorially. The effect between Healthy pictorially and diseased objects presented verbally was also significant F (1,39) = p = 0.56. Finally, the effect between healthy objects presented verbally and disease objects presented pictorially also had a significance F (1,39) = p = .185. 
 The results indicate that diseased objects presented verbally lead to better memory than the other three conditions, which are; diseased objects presented pictorially, healthy objects presented pictorially and healthy object presented verbally. However, healthy objects presented through pictorial cues were slightly better remembered by participants than healthy objects presented through verbal descriptions F (1,39) = p = 1.00.  The results also concluded that diseased objects presented pictorially were least remembered by participants. 

