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	To understand Aristotle's agrument about the relationship between friendship and self-love you first need to understand what he defines these terms as.  Friendship as defined by a friend is someone who does what is good for his friends sake, wishes for the life of his friend, spends time and enjoys similar desires with this person, and shares sorrow and joy for this person.  In all instances this is for the sake of the friend and not the for ones personal good.  Self-love is definied in someone that has all these requirements for friendship in relation to himself.  The person is consistant with his judgement and his desires are uniform in his soul.  They are also pleased with their selves and wish for their proliferation.  A wicked person is not happy with their selves and are not content spending time with theirselves; there is nothing loveable about them.  Aristotles logic leads him to the statement that if you share all these qualities with yourself as with your friends then your friends are like another self.  The conclusion is that if you avoid wickedness you will have a friendly attitude towards yourself and others.  In theory friendship and self-love are one in themselves. 
	The relationship, according to aristotle, between self-love and egoism are not what you might expect due to his non-mainstream definition of egoism.  He does not see egoism as necessarily a bad thing: it can be good when a man is devoted to achieving for himself what is noble and good.  The other side of this is wicked men; they are not to love themselves or bad will come to people around him. In this definition an egoist can be a self-lover and good will come of it, but not an egoist in the sense of selfishness.  
	When Aristotles defines the relationship between self-love and friendship it seems that he has no end in mind and just writes off the top of his ead.  The argument has no basis in real life or even in an idealistic way.  Friendship can't be defined as something so rigid, abiding by some arbitrary five laws.  Friendship is not a tangable idea, and to relate friendship of others to yourself seems like a stretch.  The two ideas cannot be linked in the mannor, the final straw is the statement that a friend is another self.  Ideas like friendship and self-love cannot be linked in such a cut and dry way, it seems that the link is based on definitions of words and not true ideas.
	The argument of self-love and egoism is flawed in the most basic way.  He uses a different definition for egoism than what is popularly accepted.  What is to say that he dosen't change the definition to whatever he wants?  The change is very self serving to his point at hand.  Again Aristotle relys much too heavily on definitions (in this case fabricated) rather than ideals.  Words and their definitions are nothing but ways to express feelings, basing your work on something that is not an absolute is not good practice.  What he says make sense in its own context but application becomes a matter of extreme difficulty.  
	

