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

 is the explanatory use of the postpositive conjunction GAR, meaning “for” plus the third person plural aorist active indicative from the verb AGAPAW, which means “to love.”


The aorist tense is a constative/historical aorist, which views the action as a fact.


The active voice indicates that these believers produced the action.


The indicative mood is declarative for a simple statement of fact and reality.

Then we have the accusative direct object from the feminine singular article and noun DOXA, which means “the glory, honor; praise, recognition.”
  With this we have the ablative of origin/source from the masculine plural article and noun ANTHRWPOS, meaning “of or from men.”

“for they loved the recognition [praise] of men”
 is the comparative use of the adverb of degree MALLON, meaning “rather” plus the comparative conjunction ĒPER, meaning “than.”
  Finally, we have the accusative direct object from the feminine singular article and noun DOXA, meaning “the recognition, praise, honor” plus the ablative of source from the masculine singular article and noun THEOS, which means “of or from God.”

“rather than the recognition [praise] of God.”
Jn 12:43 corrected translation
“for they loved the recognition [praise] of men rather than the recognition [praise] of God.”
Explanation:
1.  “for they loved the recognition [praise] of men”

a.  This verse is the conclusion of the sentence begun in the previous verse.  The entire sentence reads: “Nevertheless, despite that, many even of the rulers believed in Him, but because of the Pharisees they were not acknowledging [Him], in order that they might not be excluded from the synagogue; for they loved the recognition [praise] of men rather than the recognition [praise] of God.”

b.  The subject ‘they’ refers to the ‘many rulers’ who believed in Jesus.  They are the ones who loved the recognition and/or praise of men.  The object ‘men’ refers to the Jewish common people, who were expected and commanded by their Scriptures to recognize and respect their rulers.


c.  The concept of “loving recognition” from others is called “approbation lust.”  It is a sin, which a Christian is expected to avoid.  There is nothing wrong with being recognized for some achievement by others, but there is everything wrong with loving the praise of others.  We don’t live our life for the praise of others or from others, but for our praise for God.  The person who lives for praise and recognition from others is self-centered, arrogant, full of self, having the attitude of Satan himself.  God is worthy of praise and glorification by us, Eph 1:3ff.  All praise, recognition, honor, and respect belong to God the Father and our Lord Jesus Christ.


d.  If others praise us for something we have done, then we should accept their recognition with genuine humility and gratitude, giving the glory to God.  These leaders, who believed in Jesus did not do this.  They should have been giving recognition that Jesus was the Messiah to the other members of the Sanhedrin.  Instead they were afraid of losing the recognition that men were giving to them as members of the Sanhedrin.  We might say that these believers had a recognition problem.


e.  This approbation lust problem didn’t stop these men from believing in Christ, nor make them unbelievers.  People can desire the approbation of others and still believe in Christ.  And people can believe in Christ and then still desire the approbation of others.  And approbation lust problem doesn’t prevent a person from believing in Christ or cancel their belief in Christ.  Like any other lust problem, approbation lust is a matter of the lust pattern of the sin nature, which we all have.


f.  If having a lust problem prevented a person from being a believer, then none of us are believers, because all of us have a lust pattern of the sin nature, and therefore, a lust problem.


g.  Remember what Jesus had said earlier to these Pharisees, “How can you believe, when you receive glory from one another, and you do not seek the glory, which [is] from the only God?” Jn 5:44.
2.  “rather than the recognition [praise] of God.”

a.  In contrast, what these men should have had was recognition and praise from God for their faith in Christ and open acknowledgement of Him.


b.  These leaders were believers and had to choose between being recognized and praised by other men (whether in the Sanhedrin or outside it) or being recognized and praised by God for their faith in Christ.


c.  These men would be ostracized by other Jewish leaders, but recognized by God in the future, if they acknowledged Jesus as the Messiah now.  On the other had they could choose the praise and recognition of men now with no recognition or praise of God in the future.  They chose the recognition of men over the recognition of God.  The same problem occurs among believers all the time today.  This has been a common problem throughout human history.

3.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “That they loved the approval of men rather than the approval of God gives further evidence that these rulers possessed no more than a superficial religion.  Tragically, they loved their self-exalting religion and their prestigious position in the synagogue and the Sanhedrin so much that they refused Christ.  [They didn’t refuse Christ; they believed in Jesus, but were unwilling to publicly recognize Him.  The question is whether or not they were ever believers in the first place (John says they were) or did they lose their salvation by not acknowledging or recognizing Jesus publicly (John does not say they did).]  Such love for the world showed that they did not love God.”
  These men certainly loved the approbation of other men more than the love of God, but did this make them unbelievers.  Did not Ananias and Sapphira want the same thing as believers?  They didn’t lose their salvation, did they?  No.


b.  This is “a severe remark, considering that several at least of these persons afterwards boldly confessed Christ.  It indicates the displeasure with which God regarded their conduct at this time, and with which He continues to regard similar conduct.”
  This commentary regards these men as believers who are misguided at this time, but later recover from their present approbation lust.  This is a more reasonable position than that of Westcott, Whitacre, MacArthur, and Gaebelein who say they are unbelievers, in spite of John’s direct statement that ‘they believed in Him’.


c.  “Many people reject the truth simply because of the fear of man.  Among those who will be in hell are ‘the fearful’ (Rev 21:8).  Better to fear God and go to heaven than to fear men and go to hell!”
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