
Prodigal Children Prayer and Reconciliation Study 
Anonymous descriptive comparison of initial expectations with outcomes reported during the three study phases  

Speaking the Word Brought Inspiration—Singing It Went Even Further 
Before the study, 24 participants reported limited faith-related interaction and openness among the children and descendants they were praying for. Nevertheless, they hoped for spiritual awakening, 
changed hearts, restored communication, reconciliation, and healing. 
During Phase 1, participants recorded their experiences as they went about their usual day. In Phase 2, they spoke the assigned Scriptures aloud. In Phase 3, they sang those same passages: Acts 16:31; 
Isaiah 44:1–5; Luke 15:20; Philippians 4:6–7; Hebrews 4:12; and Psalm 91. 
Using a descriptive five-measure positive-outcome index created for this analysis—including lower anxiety, stronger faith and resolve, greater perceived closeness to reconciliation, greater joy and 
awareness of God’s presence, and lower resistance—Phase 2 scored 13.7% higher than Phase 1, while Phase 3 scored 16.1% higher than Phase 1. On the spiritual-inspiration measure specifically, 
singing scored approximately 5% higher than speaking. 
During Phase 2, testimonies included children spending more time with their parents, peaceful interactions without arguments, an unexpected willingness to read Scripture aloud, increased peace in 
the home, and renewed interest in God and His Word. 
One notable testimony was received during Phase 3. A participant praying for several adult prodigals—some of whom were no longer in contact—received encouraging news about three of them. Two 
apologized for their behavior. The participant’s daughter also experienced her most wonderful family visit in years with the participant’s oldest son and his family following a period of separation. The 
participant was moved to tears and reported a significant positive change in personal attitude and faith. 
Overall, participants reported renewed communication, apologies, peaceful family interactions, strengthened faith, greater hope, and perceived relational and spiritual breakthroughs. Although this 
small, self-reported study cannot prove that speaking or singing Scripture caused these changes, its findings offer meaningful encouragement that speaking God’s Word aloud can be powerful—and 
that singing it may deepen the spiritual experience even further. 
Study domain Phase 

1 
Phase 

2 
Phase 

3 
Strongest 
phase 

Interpretation How the domains were defined 

Perceived child 
closeness / 
reconciliation 
proxy 

1.84 2.05 2.14 Phase 3 - 
Singing 

Phase 3 was modestly 
higher than Phase 2; 
both exceeded Phase 
1. 

Child outcome proxy: the 1-to-5 felt spiritual distance score was reverse-scored so 
that a higher value represents greater perceived closeness to reconciliation or God. 
This is a parent-perception proxy, not a direct measurement of a child’s behavior or 
beliefs. Spiritual inspiration index: the average of faith/resolve shift, joy/presence, 
and reverse-scored resistance. This is an analytic summary created for this report, 
not a validated clinical scale. Participant 

spiritual 
inspiration index 

2.89 3.53 3.71 Phase 3 - 
Singing 

Phase 3 was strongest, 
Phase 2 intermediate, 
and Phase 1 lowest. 

Direct faith / 
resolve shift 

2.89 3.52 3.84 Phase 3 - 
Singing 

The direct measure 
rose progressively 
across the three 
phases. 

Interpretive limitations 

The pre-study baseline used 0-to-10 questions about interaction and openness, whereas the daily study used 1-to-5 ratings of anxiety, internal shift, spiritual distance, 
joy/presence, and resistance. These measures are related but not identical and therefore were not combined into one numeric before-and-after score. Daily phase coverage 
was 88 responses from 19 represented participants in Phase 1, 81 responses from 19 in Phase 2, and 80 responses from 18 in Phase 3; not all 24 pre-study respondents were 
identifiable in the daily data. Phase averages weight daily responses equally, and the analytic indices are descriptive report measures rather than validated scales. 

 


