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CAN A PERSON LOSE HIS HEALING? 
By Denver Cheddie 

Introduction  

 In recent time, there has been a growing number of people claiming 

to be healed of various ailments. Unfortunately many of these people are 

reported to have been re-infected with their sicknesses not long after being 

healed. I thank God for the genuine healings that occur, but what about the 

many who “get back sick” after being “healed”? If healing is a sign to 

unbelievers (Mk. 16:18), how does the occurrence of people "getting back 

sick" affect the gospel message? 

  

Biblical Pattern 

Admittedly the Bible does leave open the possibility of someone 

getting back a sickness. In Matt. 12:43-45 and John 5:14, Jesus teaches 

that people can become re-infected with sicknesses and demons after being 

healed. However it must also be admitted that such are rare events. For 

one, it never happened in the life of Jesus or the apostles. Had it occurred, 

at least one of the writers of the Bible would have mentioned it. There was 

much investigation done into the miracles of Jesus (e.g. John 9:1-34), 

surely his detractors would not have missed such an opportunity to raise 

issue. They just never got the chance. As it stands, it represents a teaching 

with no examples. There are not too many of those in scripture. That tells 

me that relapses are rare events. Why is it that so many today who claim to 

be healed today are reported to have got back sick? Let us analyze the 

Biblical pattern. 
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1.                  In both of the above passages, the condition after the relapse is 

worse than before the healing. Most people today who claim to get back 

sick have the same intensity of sickness before and after. That is not what 

the Bible said would happen. 

  

2.                  According to John 5:14, the condition for getting back sick is sin 

not unbelief. “Go and sin no more” NOT “Go and doubt no more”. Faith for 

healing is no longer needed after the healing is received. People who were 

healed do not need faith to remain healed anymore than those who were 

never sick. So it is illogical to charge that someone got back sick because 

they “lost their faith”, “doubted their healing”, “allowed unbelief to enter”, or 

for any such nonsensical reason. The condition is sin, not unbelief. 

  

3.                  Many people who get back sick report doing so hours or days after 

being healed. Matt. 12:43-35 did not say how long the demon wanders in 

the dry places looking for rest, but I can hardly imagine that it would be 

such a short period of time. I have heard of people who were said to be 

healed in a service, but got back sick before they could even leave the 

building. This is absurd!  

  

I am persuaded that the reason most people appear to get back sick is 

that they were never healed period. In Benny Hinn’s crusades, people claim 

to be healed of cancer, diabetes and drug addiction. How could they know 

they were healed of such sicknesses without medical confirmation? “They 
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knew it by faith”. “They felt a physical sensation where the sickness was”. 

But nay, people in the Bible knew they were healed when the sickness 

actually departed. “I was blind and now I can see” (John 9:25). That is why 

people in the Bible remained healed – they were genuinely healed. It is 

much easier to believe that someone would fake a healing testimony just to 

get up on stage to have the evangelist lay hands on him, than it is to believe 

that these ridiculous cases of relapses actually fit the Biblical pattern.  

  

It must be noted that some sicknesses e.g. lupus are known “to go 

into remission spontaneously for years at a time” thus giving the impression 

that a healing took place1, when in fact none may have. 

   

A Day in the Life of a Counterfeit Miracle 

 A person, in a miracle crusade, claims to have been healed of AIDS. A 

few days later, that person is found to still have the virus. Most Christians 

pull the escape hatch right at this point: "They lost their faith and got back 

sick." Denver Cheddie does not pull escape hatches. He prefers to analyze 

the claim to healing for authenticity. 

  

How did the person know he was healed of AIDS? Was it because he 

felt a warm sensation during the crusade? It might be useful to ask how he 

found out he had the disease in the first place. Surely he did not wake up 

one morning feeling goose bumps all over then concluded he was HIV 

positive. At least 2 doctors after testing his blood must have confirmed that 

he had AIDS. Doesn't logic dictate that the only way to confirm the healing 
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of a disease like AIDS is to have at least 2 medical doctors medically confirm 

that there is no longer any trace of HIV in his blood?  

  

The problem with many in the Charismatic movement is that they 

have been brainwashed by positive thinking theology. To them, going back 

by doctors to "find out if they were really healed" is a "sign of doubting their 

healing" - the very unbelief which will cause them to get back sick. So they 

choose to "just believe" they were healed - even if they weren't. So what do 

they do when, after so faithfully refusing to see the doctor, they still "get 

back sick"? They conclude that the very thought of going to the doctor 

caused them to lose their faith. Pitiful isn't it? Such people would  slander 

God before they ever question the authenticity of their favorite faith healers. 

  

If they only knew that Jesus commanded people to have their healings 

medically confirmed, they would be liberated from this silent bondage. In 

Matt. 8:4; Mark 1:44; and Luke 5:14, the gospel writers relate a story of 

a leper who was healed. Jesus instructed him not to tell anyone of his 

healing but to show himself to the priest and offer the sacrifice Moses 

commanded. Well what sacrifice did Moses command? Lev. 13:1-14:32 (cf. 

Deut. 24:8) are instructive. These verses deal with people with infectious 

diseases and how they were to be handled. In Lev. 14:3 the priest must 

examine the person who was healed of leprosy before declaring him clean. 

In other words, his healing had to be confirmed by the relevant authorities. 

Jesus basically instructed the leper to have his healing confirmed 

according to the custom of his day. In our day, we are no longer under 

the ordinances of the Old Testament priestly system, but we do have 

avenues of confirming that healing has indeed taken place. If Jesus were on 
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earth today, He would have told the man to go by a doctor and verify his 

healing, possibly even obtain a medical certificate. Then he could go around 

claiming he was healed. 

  

Consider the manner in which miracles are evaluated in Benny Hinn's 

crusades. The person allegedly healed, informs one of the ushers that they 

were healed of such and such a disease. If the usher is convinced, the 

person gets to go up on stage and testify to the whole wide world. While on 

the stage, Hinn allows the person to testify of his healing after which the 

evangelist would lay hands on him, wave at him, breathe on him, or pelt him 

with air - as the Spirit would lead. The person is almost invariably slain in 

the Spirit (falls down). The problem is that no investigation of the healing 

was ever conducted. It is my belief that many people who go up on that 

stage were never really healed. They lied about being healed to the ushers 

so that they could get a chance to go up on stage. What they wanted was to 

have the evangelist pray for them, because that is supposedly a more sure 

way of receiving their healing than "having faith from in the crowd". As it 

turns out, he is equally unhealed. They don't get back sick, they were never 

healed in the first place.  

 Another possibility is that these folk genuinely believe that they were 

healed, not because their symptoms went away, but because "the Word says 

so", allegedly. They would take scriptures out of context (e.g. 1 Peter 2:24 

- by his stripes you WERE healed)2 and believe that in the spirit realm, they 

were already healed. They believe this even though their symptoms still 

persist, choosing to believe instead that symptoms are decoys of the devil 

designed to make them doubt or question their true healing (which already 

took place in the spiritual realm). As unbelievably stupid as this sounds, 

there are people in the charismatic movement who actually think this way. 
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Talk about devaluing a miracle. Call me radical, but it used to be that when 

people were healed, their symptoms actually went away (John 9:25 - "I 

was blind, but now I see"). If healing does not entail the reversal of 

symptoms, what good is it? It certainly does not match the Biblical standard 

of a miracle. It isn't much of a miracle at all. My dog could perform similar 

miracles. Symptoms are a sign that the sickness is still present. If the 

symptoms don't go away, then the person has not been healed. It is not a 

case of them getting  back sick as much as they never having been 

(genuinely) healed in the first place.  

  

Conclusion  

 In conclusion, there is the possibility of sickness and demons 

returning if a person continues to live in sin, but such are rare events. The 

reason most people appear to get relapses is that they were never genuinely 

healed in the first place. 

 

1 Robert Berlow, ed. The Merck Manual, 15th rev. ed. (Rahway, NJ: March, 
1987), 1276, 77.  

 2. 1 Peter 2:24 was actually talking about healing from the tendency to 

retaliate i.e. spiritual healing not physical healing (See my article on Healing 
in the Atonement). 
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