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"W'e shell bring out the facts that slckness cun be and is at
times @& good, @nd thet sickness does not neccessurily show
that a person has not the proper feith, or that he hus insuf-
ficient faith."3l On the contrery, sickness plays an import-
ent part in CGod's plan for [is people, serving as an exper-
ience through which faith may be strengthened and the Christ-
ian grow in grace und knowledge. The purpose of sicknass may
be that God be glorified, John 9:3 (a passage which is seem=-
ingly ignored by the faith-healers). The fuith-heelers err
in teaching thut sickness is never in uccord with Cod?s will
and that 1n sickness & Christian should never pray for healing
Yaeccording to Thy will." But the Scriptures cleérly teuch us
to pray for temporel blessings condltionally, always adding
“if 1t be Thy will."592 [Lutheran writers have been quick to
polnt out that the fulthe-healers are ofton unsuccessful, that
they muke the success of their work dependent upon the patient
andé not themselves (thus relieving thcmselves of bleame in the
event of feilure), that they cun help only in the case of
functional disorders but never with sicknesses "which have
attacked the tissues of the body"S® or guch disordsrs as

emputations, and that while insisting that ths followiers of

51Fisher, op. eit., ». 15.

32consider the sxumple of the Savior in the Garden,
Luke 22:42. See also Jumes 4:13-15 and 1 John 5:14. This
topic will be considered further, Infra.

33@racbner, op. cit., p. 32.
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Christ perform miruacles of heuling in uaccord with such pass=
ages usg Mark 16:17,18 and Matthew 10:1,8, they themselves do
not perform other miracles that Scriptures indicute will be
done by His disciples (for example, exorecising aemons, speak=-
ing in tongues, reising the dead, being immune to the venom
of serpents). Moreover, the miracles of heuliag recorded in
Scripture vere not always performed only upon those who had
Ythe proper‘faith" but, on the other hind, were dependent on
the power of the healer.®% Some Lutherens cluim that ths
faith=-heculers misinterpret the two Bible passuges they refer
to most frequently, Isaiah 535:35,4 and letthew 8:16,17. Some
Lutheren writers have asserted that the alleged mirscles of
the faith~healers involve the use of all sorts of psycholog=-
ical techniques (for exemplc, rhythm and mass "hysteria®)
for setting the sulferers into & suggestible condition and
that no healing occurs until this has come about. Lutheran
writers urge thc sick to use medicine énd the medical pro=-
fession rather than to rely on faith healers., There are
three main reasons given for this: both the 0ld and the New
Testaments refer to the use of medicins &nd doctors;35 God

ordinarily does not act directly in this world, but rather

340pvious oxamples &re the raising of deud persons. See
also Mett. 8:16, Matt., 19:2, Luke 6:17-19, Luke 9:37-42,
Luke 19:11-19, Acts 3:1=-8, and 4cts 5:12-16.

S5For example, see Gen. 43:11, Ezek. 27:17 and 47:12,
Prov. 17:22, Jer. 30:13 and 8:22, Isalah 1l:6 and 38:21,
Luke 4:23, Mutt. 9:12, Col. 4:14, and 1 Tim. 5:23.
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through "natural meéns™j; such things as medieines &nd the
medicel profaession are precious gifts of God, and ure the
natural means through which He ordinarily does His hoaling
work. Lven il men should perform miracles Lutherans wiould
insist on judging their doctrine &nd would not aceept them
&s truly sent by Gud if their doetrine was not in accord with
Scripture. IMor the Lord has warned us that muny false pro-
Phets will erise who will perform "signs znd lying wonders®
(2 Thess. 2:9) and we sre to judge such by their doctrine
(1 John 4:1=-3). In genersl, Lutherens have suid that the
Christisn is to rely on nesturel mouns to cure his illness,
praying confidently that Cod cure him through these means
according to His will. God may still perform miracles of
healing today through the Churech but ordinarily He scts
through meuns. Theodore Grasbner, who seems to have expressed
most adequately in writing the views commonly accepted today
in The Lutheran Church=--iiissouri Synod, stated that God would
still perform mir&acles of healing through the Church when
this was necessary to "confirm His word" (particularly in
heathen nations), but only then.

The question remains, Do we believe in the continuance

of these powers? The writer will here -speck only for

his own person, but he will say thet he believes in &

continuance of these gifts where conditions are as

they viere in the uge in which they were exercised acc-

ording to the testimony of tlhe Scripturss. I believe

that where 1t is necessary to vindicate His truth,

God will grent today the same power of prophesying

‘future events, of casting out demoas, of healing sick-

ness by & commeénd, of immunity to polson, of raising

the dead, which He géve to His first disclples. ¥We
have no need of such external credentials, for we have
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no new revelotion to make, in our ordinury churche
work. It is different 1n countries in which the
Church is performing her task of bringing the reve-
elation of God's gréce to the heathen « . . « But
no more. If there ure those wnong us Wwho believe
thet also in Christienized lands God cendowis certain
people with the gift of healing, we dissent from

=

them., 56

There is renewed interest today in the possibility of
miraculous hodily heuling by the Church as & purt of its
response to sickness. This observation was made by one
Swedlish Lutheran writer who went on to say:

There can be no doubt that, from & medical point

of view, treatment by prayer &nd anointing really

has cured 4and Goes cure some cases as completely

ez the physician or psychologist can; nor indeed

that such splritual measures hive sometipes

succeeded where all others huve failed.
Much of this renswed interest is a result of the recent,
rapid, znd significant advences in the flelds of psychology,
psychiatry, sociology, and medicine. A4 combination of
causal factors-=current world conditions of unrest and
strained human relutions, wide=spread acceptance of the view
thet "the proper study of mankind is man,” and the mental
hygiene movement, to mention u few--have helpsd to bring
about keen interest in the field of psychosomatic medicine

and its implications for everyday life. Although for a

S8gracbner, op. oit., pp. 7-8.

S7Gote Bergsten, Pastoral Psychology (New York: The
idackiillan Company, 195i§, P. 217,
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while minimized, todey the role of religion in mental health
is belng recognized, investigated, and emphusized by some. o8
The Mid-century “hite House Conference on Children &nd Youth
in a Democracy concluded that religlon plays & crucial part
in the development of healthy personality. Thus there is
today considerabls interest in the place of the Church in
preserving health, &s well as lnterest in its potentials in
estoring health.

Some writers seem very much concerned that the Church
be more active 1ln performing miracles of bodily heullinge.
They insist that the Church of recent centuries has not begun
to carry out the sume role us the early Church in regard to
such activity.

iteligious thinkers believe that man is creuted in

the image of God end that spiritusl influences have

a vital effect upon his being. VWhen man became

avere of thut fect, ke began to study himself to see

how spiritual fectors influence his life and how he

can use them for his bsnefit. This is the task of

the Church, and it hus engaged in that work mcre or

less through the centuries. Dut the one place where

the Church hus been the most hesitant is in fulfilling

the Lord's commnand to heal the sick (Matt. 10:1,8).

Because of i1ts hesitancy, cults und sects hauve to a
lurge extent teken over spirituel healing.99

Weatherheud,40 quoting from the anonymous Christus Integritas,

declures:

387The Bibliography conteins a number of references to
entire books written on this subject.

3930herzer, op. oit., p. 250.
40¢ieatherhead, op. eit., pp. 440-441.
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The Christians of tho first centuries had a cleurer
concaption of the nower of tie healing Christ than
has ever been manifested by the Church of luter ages,
and perhups a dseper sense of the responsibility
owed by the body of Christian believers to their
brethren in sickness.

Besldes polating to the failure of the present-day Church to
approximute the response of the early Church in this matter,
these writers muke clecr their belief thut the Church today
has all the potentiuls, even more, to do such work, in com=-
parison with the eurly Church. It has the sume Lord, the
same Holy Spirit, the sume communds snd dromises, and greater
knowledge of humen medicél problems und remedies. Veather-
head4l suys that the reason the pressnt Church dces not do
this 1s 1its lack of faith and failure to follow its Lord.

If only we were like Him we could cure the sick=--not

all, but many-=-in the same direct way. There is no

reagon on His side why many of the healing mirucles

of the Gospels and the hActs should not be repeated.

And there must be & direct way for us. The &postles

knew no science.
This concern that the present-day'church recupture the sarly
Church's response in 1ts healing activity is well summerized
as follows:

Jesus commissioned his followers to preach the gospel

and to heal the sick. In tie eurly Church the ministry

of heuling wes vital, as well as the ministry of the

viord. Yet Christians since the duys of tihs Apostles

have had to look back with wistful longing, hoping for

the day when religion would again be closely reluted

to healing us such. The opportunity whicii exists in
this generution tc enter into a totul ministry to the

4lyvid., p. 469.
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total person is the greatest which the Church has
faced since Jesus set the exemple.

These virlters insist that the Church is on the thres-
hold of & new era in the contribution it cun muke towsrd the
physical well=-being of peopls. They urge that the Church in
&ll humility work with sscular scientists in the common teask
of heuling and thereby bripng cbout healing miracles on &
lurge scale.%5 They contend that by fully serving ths ind-
ividual the Church cwuuld heul many.

Our conclusion must be that any man, sick or well,
who calls himself & Christian, should see it to be
his duty to meéke as full & response us he can to
God, the God who is like Christ and whom Christ
reveulecd. Thought, feeling and doing must all be
mobilised te this end.s It is the Church's duty to
call out that response in all the healthy ways
known to her. If this were done, we have every
reason to believe that many who ure sick would be
healed, for their sickness, in the last unalysis,
is u male-adjustment of the soul to God, rather
then & mul-adjustment of the body to the physical
environment, or the mind to the world of true
ideas. Lven then, some would remain unhegled « « » A4

Ueatherhead4® pleads with the Church to awsken and to recover

the lost art of healing through the direct activity of God.
The intercession of people united in love for Christ
and living disciplined lives, and the laying on of

hands, undertuken ufter prayer and self-discipline,
by & priest or minister or other person who is the

42Richard K. Young, The Pastor's Hospital linistry
(Nashville, Tenn.: Broédman Pross, 1954), Ds De

4530 writes Peul E. Johnson, Psychology of Pastoral
Care (New York: Abingdon=Cokesbury, §§33i, P. 229.

44 catherhead, op. oit., p. 434.
457pid., p. 493.
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contuct-point, so to spesk, of a beloved, believing
and united community standing behind him and support-
ing his ministration to @ patient who hus been taught
to understand the true neture of Christian faith, are
clues well worth following up. This is the true min-
istry of the Church &s such, and, in a sense, has
nothing to do with »sychology &t @ll. This is the
ministry which must be recceovsred and which only the
Chureh cun do.

Admitting that the putient must want health only secondarily
to his desire to be in & right relationship with God &nd
thet the Church is never tc promise or guurantee health since
this is Cod's alone to give, this same uuthor concludes his
voluminous hook on the subject with this appeal:

When the Chureh returns to her cearly devotion to
Corist end creates unlted fellowships, even faintly
like the smull body of men who went cut in the power
of the Risen Christ and His Spirit to turn the world
upside down, then & power more potent to he&l than
any atomic bomb te destroy will once more surge through
sick souls and minds and bodies. It will be His own
power and recognized &s such. If diseuseo is caused by
the faulty reactions of & person--as is so of'ten the
case--then tiie supreme healing pdower will not be this
or that treatment, let alone this or thut drug, but &
Person heualing. Christians call that Person Christ.
“hen He comes into His own, then the prayer will be
ansvered which He Himself taught men to pray: YThy
kingdom come; Thy will be done on eurth, as it is in
heaven."46

Such opinions make all the more urgent & correct under-
staending of the proper place of faith-healing in the activity
of the Church. What then is to be said of this aspect of the
Church's response to sickness in the light of Scripture and
Christian judgment? The present writer is unable to draw

final conclusions concerning the matter. It seems to be a

461b1d¢. Pe 493,



