Naaman Healed of Leprosy
As a Christian, would you like to reserve a sin for yourself that God would overlook, a sort of get out of jail free card?  An absurd proposition of course, but that is the dispensation requested by Naaman in chapter 5 of 2nd Kings. 
At the beginning of the chapter, we are introduced to Naaman who was the commander of the army of Aram which is also known as Syria.  He was highly regarded by the king and was known as a valiant soldier whom God had used to grant victory to Aram (see 1st Kings chapter 22).  He was afflicted with leprosy although he was still able to function as commander.  His army had captured a young Israelite girl who served Naaman’s wife.  The girl told Naaman’s wife that there was a prophet in Israel who could cure him.  Naaman went to the king of Aram asking permission to go to Israel and the king granted the request.  He also sent a letter of introduction to the king of Israel requesting that he cure Naaman of leprosy.  
While this was apparently one of the few times Israel was at peace with Aram, the king of Israel assumed that Aram sought a quarrel with him, saying “Am I God?”.   When Elisha learned of the king’s distress, he sent word to him saying that he should send Naaman to him so that he could show that there was a true prophet in Israel.  Naaman went to Elisha’s house on his chariot and probably expected to be welcomed with the proper deference owed to a man of his rank.  Instead, Elisha sent a messenger to him with instructions to go and wash himself in the Jordan River seven times.  Naaman went away, indignant that Elisha would not call down some miracle to cure his leprosy.  If a river could cure him, certainly the rivers of Damascus were preferable to the inferior Jordan.  His servants convinced him that he ought to at least try what was suggested since it involved a simple procedure.  He did as instructed and his skin was restored.
Naaman returned to Elisha with his retinue and acknowledged that the God of Israel was the true God of all the earth.  He offered a payment to Elisha who refused to accept it.  Naaman then asked for some earth from Israel that he could take back to Aram for an altar for burnt offerings.  He also asked that God would pardon his sin when he accompanied the king into the temple of the false God Rimmon.  Elisha responded by saying “Go in peace”, probably meaning that it was up to God to judge him.
After Naaman left to return to Aram, Gehazi thought to himself that Elisha had squandered an opportunity to enrich himself.  He probably also thought that material blessings for Elisha should benefit him as well so he went after Naaman.  He falsely told Naaman that two young prophets had just come to visit Elisha and asked for a talent of silver and two sets of clothing for each of them.  Naaman was happy to comply and Gehazi took the bags and hid them in his house.  He returned to Elisha who asked where he had been.  Elisha knew where he had been but asked to see if Gehazi would own up to his sin (see Gen. 3:9 and 4:9).  Gehazi compounded his sin by lying to Elisha who said “Was not my spirit with you when the man got down from his chariot to meet you?”  He asked “Is this the time to take money?”  Gehazi had just seen a miracle performed by God but he saw it as an opportunity for personal gain.  Worse, he had implicated Elisha in his ruse by telling Naaman that he was doing the bidding of Elisha.  The chapter ends with the ironic twist that Gehazi was cursed with the leprosy from which Naaman had just been healed.
Naaman revealed the lack of maturity of a new convert in two ways.  He first thought the soil in Israel contained some sort of holy properties, not understanding that it was a personal relationship with God that mattered.  His second request was more troubling, asking for forgiveness for future sins.  You could say that this was premeditated unlike Gehazi’s sin which was more spontaneous.  It should be noted that Naaman’s bowing in the temple of a false god would be done to protect his employment.  Are we sometimes guilty of compromising our principles to protect our paychecks?
