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The word in question in the manuscript is this above.

To my eye, it is clearly apetn with a soft breathing mark at the a and an accent over the n at
the end with a punctuation mark following.

nooa QAla 8L EavTnv ApeTh: dpxNV 8¢ elAngev amno TAC weeAelac.
Every friendship is an excellence (virtue) in itself, even though it begins in mutual advantage.

The scholars want “Every friendship is
choiceworthy in itself; for it has its origins in benefit” (ndoa @Aia 61" €avTthv aipeTH: dpxnv
6& €lAnge &nd TR weeAsiacg).

I'm still convinced the manuscript reading should be kept.
| discovered a great article on JSTOR that addresses this exact issue:

https://www.jstor.org/stable/1215547

Epicurus on the Value of Friendship ("Sententia Vaticana" 23) by Eric Brown: Classical Philology,
Vol. 97, No. 1 (Jan., 2002), pp. 68-80 (13 pages)

The author does a thorough job in laying out an arguments for and against the manuscript
reading and the scholarly emendation. From those, | continue to prefer the reading transmitted
in the manuscript itself. | recommend reading the paper.

Two short excerpts:
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Anather way of seeing teis prohlem is 1o compane friendshap o the virwes. Despite
ihe faci thai friendship is prafeed e eves more valugble than the virues (85 27, Senr.
War TEL the Epicurcans appeal to the valoe of the vimoes o explain de vabee af
friendship (e.g., Cic. Fin 1.66). In fact, Torgeatus seills us that “the very things that
have been said st the virlues, how they are aluays stinched o pleasures, should
b saixd abaut friendship” (Cic. Fin. 1.68). and ke hacks up (emim) this claim by quot-
img Epicurs himself. S it is nol surprizing to find that Epicurus describes the vimses
i insegarabils from pleasure. The vimoes, like friesdship, “bring” pheasom *directly”
and “in themseives. """ Hut the donogriphers also aieribete to Epucunos the explicit de-
nial thal virlues are chosen for their own salie (aipxioSm & oimch" I we ke seri-
ouily the suggestion that the same aocount of value shouid be gives 10 both the virues
and friemdship, then we should reject the emendation of Searennla Vaticana 27,

Fisally, there is some independent evidente thal Epicure alentifed gin i an
dpore, | bave mentioned that Epscureans were quick to malyze the value of friendship
and wirtue in the seme: way. Bt the evidence anys mone than this. Accoeding 1o Dioge-
ns Laertius (10.138), “Epicures says that virtue alone {riy dporig pdamv] is insep
arable (&pdpiseov) from plessure.” and Cleeno sunboes 1o Epicunis the view thay
friemdship cannol be separaied from pleasure { Fin. 1,66 and 1.68). From the coajenc
wion af these reo claims b Tollows tha friendship is (a0 lesst @ part of ) virue ™

I have been arzuing that # makes zood philosopbical =ense o atiribose (o Epicunss

NOTE: One sticking point for the scholars' emendation is that their "correction" requires a rough
breathing mark curved one way, the manuscript has a soft breathing mark curved the opposite
way. So it's not just that the scribe forgot to copy an iota after the initial alpha. To be honest, I'l
have to dig back into the manuscript to make sure they make that distinction, but just looking
at this line, | wanted to mention it for future reference.
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