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[he view taken in the commentarv—that ¢ 7t is subject to éor:

lerstood—seems to have been first proposed by W. Schneider, then
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by Neue; 1t was advocated by Bonitz (Beifrage 11. 17); and it is now
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At one time I inclined to the onlv thearv which dic e
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SEnse uld be, “ will Zeus f{ which he will not fulfil zeki/e e i
- Lildt condadl )elnge € (115> ) the 1orm ol the sentence. 1'
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indeed, that the Platonic sentence 1s a
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! _ that harshness—especially at the outset of the
play—Is a strong argument against it.

l'wo other interpretations have been suggested by those who take
0 Tt s a pronoun. (&) owotov is resumptive of o 7. ‘Knowest thou
what evil,—what sort of evil—he does not fulfil?’—an emphatic
pleonasm. The Scholiast seems to have acquiesced in this :—elmer 8¢
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