oio %ol IThdtwv adtog euéudarto Tolg epl Eldoov xal Apydtay xat Mévaryuov
€l BPYOVIXAC HOL UMY OVIXAC XATACHEVAS TOV TOU G TEPEOT BLTAAGIAOUOY Aoyl
ETULYELROUVTAS, WOTER TELPWUEVOUS 0L dAGYOL BV0 PEGUS AVIAOYOY, | TUREIXOL,
AoBely, amérhuoton yap oLTw xaf dlagelpeoton 0 yewueTplag dyodov aliig Enl
T& oot TAAVOPOUOUOTG %ol UT) YEQOUEVNS Bvey Und avTthauBovouevng v
ABLWY 1l ACWUATWY EXOVKY, TEOC dioTep BV O Yeog del Vedg EoTL.

Quaestiones Convivales: T18 e-f (Book 8, Chapter 2, Section 1)

“Therefore even Plato himself harshly criticized Eudoxus, Archytas, and
Menaechmus for attempting to reduce the duplication of the cube to me-
chanical constructions with instruments, just as though they were trying, in
an unreasoning way, to take two mean proportionals in continued proportion
any way that they might, and in this way to destroy utterly the good of
geometry and again turn it around to things of the senses, not above to the
eternal and incorporeal forms, being in which, God is always God.”



