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me wordfortuna occurssixteentimesin the BeIlwn Cati/inae(hereafter,
B. C.). As with its mostobviousEnglishcounterpart,the term lendsitself to
avarietyof nuances,iii recognitionofwhichte OLD liststwelve subdivisions
of meaning.1 proposenot to discussfíve of Sallust’s instances1;from the
otherelevenappearances2,however,it will be arguedtatte variousshades
of meaningvisible infortuna constitutea coherentwhole which servesas a
majorliterarythemein the monograph,is philosophicallyconsistentwith te
principlesSallustestablishesin thepreface,andis inextricablylinkedwit the
conductof humanaffairs. Otershavetreatedthis subject3but in alí cases
Sallust’stechniqueandargumentas acomprehensiveunit hasnot, 1 believe,
beenmadeclearly or forcefully enough4.

At 16.2 (fidemfortunaspericula vilia habere),33.1 (spdomnesfamaatquefortunisexpertes
sumus)aud 52.12 (sin! sane,quoniamita se moreshabení,liberalesexsociorwnfortunis). ihe
plural forms areto be transiated, as usual, «property,possessions»;at 51.12 and 13 (qul demissi
in obscuro vitanz haben!, siquid iracundiadeliquere.pauci sciunt, fama atquefortuna eorumnpares
suní;qul magnoimperiopraedhi in excelsoaetatemaguní,eorumfacíacuncti mortalesflorera. ita
itt maxumafortunaminuma ¡icen tia es!), «condition,situation (financialand/orsocial,good or
bad)» mates dxc best sense. The Teubaer tefl of A. Kurfess (Leipzig, 1976) is employed
throughout.

2 2.5; 8.1; ¡0.1;20.14; 34.2; 41.3; 51.25; 53.3; 57.5; 58.21; althoughfortuna at 39.6 is aUn to
its occurrences at 51.12 and 13, 1 have set it apart to demonstrate Sallust’s literaxy sUlí in
juxtaposing and elucidaiing two pivotal elementa in his thought (fortuna ami mores).See also al
52.12 in note 1, aboye.

3 The studies to which 1 shall refer (by nuihor) most frequeníly are: K. Buchner, Sallust2
(Heidelberg,1982); U. Erkelí, Augustus,Felicitas, Fortuna:LateinischeWortstñdien (Gñteborg,
1952); P. McGushin,C. SallustiusCrispus,BellumCatilinaes A Commentary(Leiden, 1977); G.
Schweicher, Schick.saluneS Chicle itt den WerkenSallusisuneSCaesars(Kéln, 1963); 0. Stewart,
«Sal¡ustaudFortuna»,Historyaral Theory7 (1968), 298-3 17; E. TitYou, «Safluste et la Fortuna>,,
Phoenix 31(1977),349-360;K. Vretska,Sallusí: De Caiilinae Coniura!jane, 2 voís. (Heidelberg,
1976).

4 It needsto be stated ibat ibis study does not purport to examine te reliabiity of Saílust’s
narrative; sae further n. 33.

Geri,ln. 3. 1985. Editorial de la Universidad Complutense de Madrid.
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First (and mostextensively)to be treatedis 8. C. 41.3 wherethe author
appearsto be attributing to fortuna a decisive role in a crucialstageof the
conspiracy:

Haee ii/ls volventibus,tandemvícil fortuna rei pub/ieae

Any attempt to discernthe reasonsfor the failure of the conspiracymust
reckon wit the incident of the Allobroges. mere is no denying that the
aftermath of the initial encounterbetweenCatiline’s associate,Umbrenus,
and the envoys of the Gallic tribe provided the consul Cicero with the
irrefutableevidencehe had soughtfinally to arrest the rebels.Yet Cicero’s
own accountassignsrelatively little importanceto the actualparticipationof
the Allobrogesin this crisis, andwe may encapsulatehis evaluationof the
affair in te following statement(In Cat. 3.22).

Quibusego si merestitíssedicam, nímium mi/ii sumamci non ferendus:¡Ile, ii/e
Iuppiter restílil; 1//e Capi¡o/ium, ii/e haec ¡ernpla, ii/e cunetamurbem, 1//e vos
omnis salvosesseyo/uit...
¡it ¡zaminesCa/li... spem imperi ae rerum maxímarum¡uro síbi a pairíelis
homínibusob/atamneglegerentvestramque saiutemsuisopibusanleponerení,ID
NONDIVINITUS ESSEFACTUM PUTATIS? (myita/íes)

Ofcoursethe consulliad his motivesfor creditingJupiterwith the success
of his own manoeuvresagainstthe traitors.By doingso, he investedhis role
with a sort of divine sanctionwherebyhe might blunt oppositionat a time
when his careerwas in jeopardy5. Sallust, on tbe other hand, allows the
Allobroges a larger and more áctive involvement6.Wit the conspirators
theysharesimilarcharacteristics,the notableexceptionbeingrationality,and
it is in the courseof their deliberationsto side with Romeor Catiline that
fortuna appearsto intervene7(41.3, the analogueto Cicero’s íd non divinitus
esse factumputatis?).

Mter Cicero’s brilliant orationagainsthim in the Senate(31.6:orationem
habuít /uculentatn atque utllem reí pubiieae), Catiline joined the forces of
Manlius and furthered his preparationsfor conflict. Accomplices quorwn
cognoveratprompta¡naudaclain (32.2)were stationedin Rome to carry out
hisinstructions.Lentulus,for instance,was to solicit quoscumquemoribusaut
fortuna novís rebus idoneos credebat(39.6; see aboye,- n. 2). Meanwhule,
envoysof the Allobrogeshad travelledto the capital to complainaboutthe

The Catilinarian speecheswere published in 60; adAtí 3.1.2, cf. Dio 46.7.3. On Cicero and
«divine assisiance», see vol. X of the Loeb Cicero, transí. C. Macdonald, 98.

6 In cataloguing and characterising the adherents of Catiline, Salíust and Cicero offer
similariíies; B. C. 14, ¡6, 21 and in Caí. 3.8; 17-23.

7 For McGushin (215), Erkell (149), and Schweicher (26), fortuna al 41.3 is luck. vretska
doc. cii.) allows more: «Wieder tritt im gehobenen StiI wie ¡0.1 —fortuna reip. als wirkende
Kraft cm. Das ist hier wie dort aufgelegies Pathos, nichí gcschichts-íheoíogisches Bekenntnis».
Tiffou (353-354) criticises Salíust for empíoying fortuna as a Iast resort to explain the
inexplicable. Stewart alone (307) recognises ibe connection with ingenium, but his treatment of
ibis incidení is not at alí comprehensive aud many implications are omilied.
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avarítia of Rome’s magistrateswhich hadburdenedthem with huge debts.
Whenwe learnthat the Qallie race is also natura... bel/icosa,te conclusion
seemsinescapablethat they will be targeted.In fact, Lentulus’ lieutenant,
Umbrenus,feignssympathyfor their financialwoesandfilís themwith hope
(in maxumainspemaddue ti, 40.4) by promisinga remedyto their plight, if
only tey will participatein the conspiracy.

A warlike nature(mores),economicstraits(fortuna, as in n. 2), andhigh
hopes for relief —sucb descriptionsare remarkably similar to tose of
Catilineandof te individuals he hasalreadyensnared.For example,at B.
C. 14 and21 we read, ínter alio, of lis cohorts’ impoverishedstateandof
teir belief in betterprospectsby supportinglis coup.me naturaof a leading
rebel,Cetegus,is termedferoxandvehemens (43.4);Catilinehimselfisferox
(5.7) andhe too hassquanderedlis wealth, only to becomedebt-ridden(5.4;
5.7). What is more, he hasextravagenthopesfor the outcomeof his seheme
(20.2). The Allobroges,then, fit neatly into te patternandwebelieve,with
Umbrenus, that they really are suitable candidatesfor revolution. Aes
a/íenumn,studium be//i, magna merees iii spe víetoriae (41.2), alí recommend
union with Catiline; but the Senatecontrolledgreaterresources,cooperation
with it involved no risk8, andin returntheGaulscouldexpectpro incerta spe
cena praemia (41.2). This final considerationis quite at odds with the
attitude of their would-bepartners,for the youths so favorableto Catiline’s
designsare portrayedas preferring ineenapro certis (17.6). It is while the
Allobrogesareweighingtheir options (/zaee 1/lis volventibus), thatSallusícan
asserttandem vícit fortuna reí pub/ícae.

me decisionis madeto disclosethe proceedingsto Cicerowho, in turn,
directs them to pose as genuinecollaborators(an ironic parallel to the
behaviourof Umbrenusearlier) in order to secureincontrovertibleproofof
the conspiracy.This is achieveddue lo te foolhardinessof several rebeis
who, in providingwritten pledges,hopelesslycompromisethemselves(~.1-
3). mey areapprehendedand the Gaulsacquiretheir certapraemia (50.1).

While theseeventswere transpiringin Rome, other Catilinarianswere
carryingout their instructionsin the outlying regions,inconsulte ac ve/utiper
dementiam(42.2); the impatient CethegusurgedJacto, non consulto (43.3).
TheAllobrogeshavepartedcompanywith the conspiratorsnot only in their
preferenceof certa pro incertis buí more significantly in the very act of
deliberation,of not adoptingmeasuresineonsu/te.That the barbariansare
representedas havingsuperior intellect is surely moreirony. A trio of rebels
is laterassailedby Catofor iheir lack ofpensi(52.34); anotherof the troop,
Q. Curius, is similarly characterized(neque dicere nequefacere quíequam
pensíhabebais23.2), while te corrupt youts of Rome are spoken of as
havingnihíl pensínequemoderatí; 12.2. Catiline himself is lacking, for in his
desireto seizecontrol of ihestate,neque...quicquampensíhabebat(5.6)~.me

8 Tutu consilia compared with the rebeis’ audacia at 32.2.
9 Also, 5.5: sapientiaeparum. while the senators ofearly Rome despite corpusannis infirmuni

possessingeniumsapientia validum (6.6).
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pairing of fortuna with the notion of rationality andthereforeof not acting
precipitously can be seen to be no accident; raiher, it is a method of
presentationintendedlo conveya fundamentalfeatureof Sallust’s thought.

me priority of the mmd over the body is celebratedin ihe prefaceof ihe
.8. C. Among ihe endeavoursof manrequiring ingenium(virtus anímí)10 for
successis /ubido domínandí(2.1-2). Catiline’s lubído maxuma...reí publícae
capiundae,coupledwith hisdefective íngenium(5.1.,andaboye)bodesfailure
in Sallust’sschema.In addition, ihe exhortationof Ceihegusfor Jacto, non
consultorunscounterto a principIe establishedin theprologueat 1.6: namet
prius quamn íncípias, consulto,et ubíconsuluerís,matureJacto Opus est.

Virtus animí embracesbonae 11 such as labor, contínen tía, aequítas
(2.5; teir opposites,desidia, lubido, superbía are, naturally, ma/ae artes).
One’s moresarereflectedin the presenceof thesetraits andfortuna,we learn
at2.5 simul cum moríbusimmutatur. Themoresof Catilineandhis henclimen
are a microcosm of the generaldepravity of contemporaryRome (14.1),
fallen so drastically from her former virtuous condition (5.9; 10.6). me
attemptedcoup is taintedby a greatdeal of thoughtlessnessand of malae
artes.Against it arerangedthe «thought»of the Allobrogesandof Rome’s
representativeCicero, whoseleadthey followed. merespectivefortunae’2of
te conspiratorsandof Rome13(fortuna... vicít) aredirectly atíributableto
te exerciseandquality of the moresand ingenium involved. Fortuna, then,
cannotbe simple, random iníerventionor blind chance.

tempusdiesfortuna, quoluslubido gentibusmoderatur(51.25)

At tis point, Caesaris pleadingthat the arrestedconspiratorsnot be
executed for, while the punishment might be consideredcondign, ihe
precedeníit will set is fraughtwith danger.

McGushin considersfortuna hereas ibe «chancefactor», while Vretska
seesanotherinstanceof <fortuna als Wirkraft der Geschichte»anddepictsit
as «emeMachi». Erkell (155) discountsihis passageentirely («Das hal aber
mit demProblemnichts zu tun, mit demwir unshier bescMftigen»)andfor
Schweicher(56-7) this is the only sectionin the B. C. «wo wir in Redenvon
der allherrschendenfortuna hóren».As others,he detectsa connectionwith
8.1 (sedprofectofortuna in omní re dominatur; see below), but adds thai
«freilich vermisstmandie dort evidentevírtus-Bezogenkeit».Lacking in these
commentatorsis ihe realizationof the continuityinhereníin sections25-27of

lO D C. Farí. Tire Political Thougirt of Sallusí (Cambridge,1961),9-It.
Ibid.

12 Here transíated as «outcome, result». It is apparent that afflxing one meaning to alí the
instances of fortuna urder investigation is impossible. Sallust has cleverly manipulated lis
flexibility to literary advantage. Beyond dispute is its link to viríus/ingeniwn/bonaeartes.

83 1 tuve encountered no oiber occurrences offortuna reipublicae;sae 1. Kajanto, «Fortuna»,
ANRW11.17.1,502-558,who transíates «the good luck of ihe síate»(525). Isolatingfortuna rei
publicae Corni oiher citationsofan unqualified fortuna doesnot aher dic dxrust of my argument.
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.8. C. 51. Caesar,havingintroducedthe notion of ihe precedent,elaborates,
utteringa sentimentwhich clearlyechoes2.6, mutatis mutandis.

sedubi imperiumad ignaros eiusaut minus bonospervenit(51.27).

ita imperiumsemperad optumumquemquea mínusbono íransfertur (2.6).

For Caesarloo fortuna is linked lo the quality of humanconduct;men of
virtue mighl bejudicious in decreeingadeathpenaltynow, but sincepoweris
constantly in a siate of flux, it may in fulure be abusedby those less
conscienlioust4

sedprofectofortuna in omni re dominatur;ea rescunctasexlubidinemagisquanz
ex vero celebra! obscura!que (8.1).

flesewords introducea chapterin which Sallusíacknowledgesthe merits
of Greekhistoriographyand the reluctanceof Ihe Romansto apply fully
Iheir talents lo the sameends.

McGushin (80) views fortuna hereas the equivalentof -rá~q, representing
that«arbitrarypowerwhichlies beyondIhe control of man»,lhoughhenotes
lhat Ibis is by no meansSallust’sown atlilude tofortuna. For Erkell (151-
152),.8.C. 8 revealsan illogical andinconsisteníauthor,while Búchner(307),
granling Ihe significanceof ingenium in the interpretalionof tese remarks
neverthelessallows thaI we are encountering«der grébsteWiderspruch».
Schweicher(45-50) andVretska arguefor afortuna opposedto virtus/inge-
nium, i. e. of negativevalue; in Iheir estimation,Ihe Romans’preferencefor
actionsto wordswas directly (and unjustifzably)responsiblefor Ihe greater
fameof (lesser)Greekexploits.mis, they conclude,resulledfrom awaning
vírtus.

At f¡rst readingIbis text may well appearstartling and al oddswilh a
fundamentalpreceptof Sallusí. Has he nol, at 1-2, manifestlyassertedIhe
preeminenceof vírtusandingeníum?How thencanfortunabe assignedhigher
rank?me problem,however, is only apparentand it stemsfrom perceiving
fortuna as an elementin constantcontlict with virtus, It is, in realily, neither
good nor bad’5but a mirror-image of Ihe artes/morescharaclerizingan
eníerpriseor evení.Stewart(311-314)clearlyapprecialeste causalrelaíions-
hip betweente applicationof íngeníumby Greek historiansto Greekdeeds
and Ihe disproportionatefame of thosedeeds.To be sure, the choiceof the
Romansin exercisingIheir skills in areasotherIban historiographyresulled
in the comparativeobscurily(cf. obscurat)of their achievements.There is no
groundfor believingthatfort una compelledIhis differentbehaviourbut tere
is, in SallusI’s judgemental any rate, for recognisingtal te felicilous

‘4 R. Syme, Sallusí (Berkeley, 19M), [22 detectsdisapprobation:«a hint of Octavianus,
insidious and sinister’>.

15 Hence my rejection to Schweicher’spositivo «persónliche»and negative «alígemeine»
fortuna.
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decisionof the Greeksto apply their íngeniutn (ex lubidíne) effecteda glory

which did nol accordwiíh Ibe truth (ex vero) 16

cognoveramparvis copiisbel/a gestacuinopulentisregibus,adhocsaepefortunae
violeníiam toleravisse,facundiaGraecos,gloria be/li Ca/los ante Romanosfuisse
(53.3).

Sallust desiresto asceríaintat quality which enabledRome lo atíain
greatnessandconcludesIhat it was virtus. Fortuna is coupledwith violentiam
nol becauseit is intrinsically malicious(as Búchner, 151 and Schweicher,
40)17, but becauseon occasion it paralleled conditions in Rome. The
imperatorematquemagistratuu,n vítia (53.5) would have crealedsituations
wherebyRome’s very metíle was tesled, when the quality of circumstances
could rightly be designated‘violení’. fle clausefacundia...fuisse is themaíi-
cally bound lo Ihis negalive appraisal, for facundia and gloría be/li are
deemed Iwo spheresin which Rome had beensurpassedand, hence,had
suifered (to/eravísse).But even here, ir’ Ihe courseof time and through Ihe
exerciseof vi¡~tus (53.4), Rometriumphed.

Sedubi labore a¡que¡ustitia res publica crevit, regesmagníbello domití, nationes
ferae e! populí ingentes vi subactí, Carihago aemula imperi Romaníab s!írpe
iníeriit, cunctamaria terraequepatebant,saevirefortunaac miscereomniacoepil
(10.1).

me interpretationof Ibis passage18,Ihe origin of its concepts,and its
relationshipwith Ihe B. C. as a whole, havealí vexedcommentaíors.1w the
extreme, criticism has been levelled at Sallusí for resorting to a deus ex
mac/mal9 or for relying «all’irrazionale»20to explain away Ihe following
paradox: why is it thaí a virtuous Rome (vírtus omnia domueraí; 7.6)
undergoesgradualdeterioralionafler the falí of Carlhagein 146? Búchner
(322) discerns«diedámonischeMacht derfortuna» as the intrusive element
responsiblefor the introduction of ma/ae artes (e. g. ambítio, avaritia,
superbia, crudelitas) in an era ‘of unchallengedpower and of peace.This
position is often bound to the notion of the exisíenceof a metushostí/is, a

‘6 It may be thai Sallusí has set ouí to rectily ibis imbalance. Now retired from an
unsuccessful political careerwhere mala ambutoheld sway, hewill nol waste bonumotium in the
maiae artes of socordia and desidia; rather, he wiíl pursue ingenium lo better ends.

17 Erkell (155) dismisses ihis passage as of no value and McGushin relegatesfortuna to «dic
chance factor». As many have noted, violentiamfortunae is reminiscení of saevire...foríunaat
10.1.

l~ ErkelI (155) notes: «dic Schilderung der tragischen Entwicklung wird feierlich eingeleitet».
Vretska (¡oc. cii.) sees dramatic treatment, a peripeteia in ihe style of Hellenistic historians;
further, R. Ulímann, «Essai sur le Catilina de Salluste», RPir 48 (1918), esp. 10-13.

‘9 E. Klingner, «Uber die Einleiíung der Historien Sallusís», Hermes 63 (1928), 166: to
explain the «Entwicldung nach unten», Sallusí has recaurse ío a «von aussen cingreifenden deus
ex machina».Similarly, TifYou (353): «La fortunaesídoncun deusex machinaqul readcompie
de facon formelle de diflicultés inextricables». Qn page 352 he empíoys ihe world «subierfuge».

20 A. La Penna, Sallustio e la revoluzioneromana (Milano, 1968), 127.
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threat which constituteda pressureupon Rome lo remain alen and
‘virtuous’. fle removalof thatmenaceusheredin a slackeningof virtusand
consequentlypermiítedforíunato rage21.However,as Earl rightly objecls22,
a genuine vírtus ought lo be «independentof exíernal compulsions»and
«vaguereferencestofortuna» arecertainly inadequaíe23.

me genesisof the metushostilís Iheme is nol a concernof this study24,
buí an elucidationof this particulartext within Ihe monographis. Now, if in
factfortuna was hablefor Ihe moral declinesubsequentto 146, thaI would
blatantly coníradicta principie explicitly elaboratedby Sallust, viz. Ihe
supremacyof vírtus (and its accompanyingbonae artes). Two poinís,
however,oughl lo be emphasised:(a) 2.3-6, is baseduponIhe hypolhesisthai
virtus remainconstaní;otherwise,deteriorationwill follow, and(b) fortuna is
conditionedby both bonaeand malaeartes25. The oppositionwhich hasnot
beennoticed is not onebetweenvirtus andfortuna but betweenIhe presence
and absenceof virtus. This sliding from grace is not a caseof arbitrary
behaviourby acapriciousandevil fortuna buí anaturalconsequenceof ihe
progressiveabandonmeníof those atíributeswhich achievedgreaínessfor
Rome.musSteidle(7) makesihe attractiyesuggestionof acolon after coepít
in 10.1, so thatour passagelooks forward lo Ihe enumeralionof Ihosemalae

artes whose presenceoccasiondecline. Buí Ihis does not fully satisfy the
objectionraisedby Farí.Why doesdeclineoccurafíer te evenísof 146?It is
necessaryto scrulinisethe síruclureof 8. C. 10 andits thematicrelationship
wiíh other portions of Ihe monograph.me focal point is surely the
eradicalionof enemyforces, most notably Caríhage,before whosedestruc-
tion labor and just it ¡a were in evidencebuí after which te staíeunderwenta
metamorphosis(civítas immutata, ímperíum ex íustissumo atque optumo
crudele íntolerandumquefactwn:10.6). In the firsí place,thereis aclear echo
of 2.5:fortunahasdeterioratedfor theveryreasonthatmoreshave.Secondly,
u seemsreasonablelo concenírateon tbe very acis of destruclionandnot
simply on Iheir efíect, viz. a Rome ulterly at peaceand unchallenged.Vi
subactí andab stírpe interiít resoundwilh violence and we may recail thaI
even in miliíary affairs gloría is more rightfully gained íngeni quam víríum
opibus(1.3),while at 2.2 it is assertedthai in bello plurwnum íngeníumposse.
Lubido andsuperbíaare contrastedwith contínentíaandaequitas(2.5) and
Sallusí later claims (9.3-5) that before 146 aequitas and lolerance of
wrongdoingwere Ihe norm. Sallusíis renderinga subile criticism of Roman
policy, quietly denouncing a lack of contínentia (a failure to employ
íngeníum)in Ihe military sphere.It may be that he consideredIhe hoslilites

2’ See e. g. Vretska. McGushin. ¡oc. ci!.
22 0. C. Earl, op. cii., n. 10, 51-52.
23 Note Stewart’s cautionary remarks, 302 n. 11.
24 FuIIy discussed by Eart, op. cit. n. lO, 42ff. Set also W. Steidíe, Sallusís Historiscire

Monograpirien(Wiesbaden, 1958), 16ff.
25 That fortuna simul cum moribus immutatur surely implies the transformation of good

fortuna to bad whenmoresdegenerate.
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unnecessaryor, what is more likely, that Rome displayedarroganceand
immoderationin victory. fis latter idea appearselsewhere:in comparing
maíoresnostri with his contemporaries,Sallust praiseste former’s lenient
treatmeníof Ihe vanquished(12.4: neque víctis quícquampraecer iniuriae
lícentiam erzpiebant) and chastisesthe lalter for abusing imperiwn (12.5:
proinde quasíiniuríamfacere, íddemumessetimperio utO. Sulla’s troopswere
carlier criticisedin a similarfashion(11.7: igitur fi milites, posequam viceoriam
adeptí sunt, ni/ii! relicui victís fecere. quippe secundae res sapientium animos
fatigan t: ne dli conruptis moribus victoriae eemperarent)26 Moreover, afíer
tribunician power had beenrestoredin 70, both opeirnates and populares
deservedcensure(38.4: neque ¡¡lis modestia neque modus coneencionís era e:
¿¿triquevíctoriam crudelfeerexercebant).Fortuna for Rome beganto souriii,

nol afier, 146 preciselybecausethe state inauguratedunacceptableconduct
and the publie followed suit27.

Qn four occasions,fortuna is associatedwith Catiline’s words or deeds
and it will nol supriseus to discover thatan individual taintedwith ingenio
malo pravoque (5.1) should havea correspondinglink with fortuna.

(a) fortuna omniaea victoribuspraemiaposuil (20.14).
(b) quonianz faccioní inimicorum resistere nequiverit, fortunae cedere (34.2).
(c) optumum factu ratus in ta/i re fortunam belii temptare. siatul! cum Antonio

quam primwn confligere (57.5).
(d) quodsi vírtutí vostraefortuna inviderit (58.21).

fesecitations, for the mostpart, havereceivedrathershort shrift from
commentatorsand Stewart comes closesílo the mark in recognising an
ironic twist in Sallust’spresentationof fortuna as it relates to Catiline. Still,
more canbe said.

fe first passage28is excerptedfrom a speechof Catilineas he seeksto
inspire his followers maxumumatque pulc/zerrumumfacinus incipere (20.3).
Tantummodoinceptoopusese(20.10)andtoseperquisitesof powerfor which
theyalí long, libertas, divitiae, decus,gloria (20.14),will be assured;such are
te praemiaoffortuna, ButCatiline is doubly misguidedfor Ihis relianceon
tanewnmodoincepto and on fortuna. me former discardsany notion of
deliberation,an ingredientconsideredaprerequisiteto activity (1.6)29,while

~ It appears that what Sallust abhoncd in Sulla was not his form of government per se
which was launched bonis mutis (11.4), but his subsequent behaviour rnarked by an excess
uncharacteristic of ihe motores;neque,nodum nequemodes¿iam¡tañere,foedaenídeltaqusitt civis
faemorafacere, andexercuum... contre moren,matorum luxuriose ntmisqueliberaliter habueraí
(11.4, 5).

27 Schweicher (52-53) argues differeníly: te destruction of Carthage eliminatedasphereof
activity <military) in which virtus had traditionally been exercised and thus allowedfortuna free
rein.

~ MeGushin (89) devotes one sentence to this text, although he does deícct the irony
involved. Ericeil does not discuss te passage al ah, while Schweicher <25) is content to simply
Jabel it asapersonilication offortuna bellt. Vretska’s comznentsareof little value.

29 Wc are reminded of the exhortation of Cethegus for facto, non consulto (43.3). Set
comentary of 41.3, aboye.
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Ihe latter is adjudgedan independentforce which is responsiblefor success.
In fact, however,fortuna is conditioned by Ihe quality of Ihe conduct
affiliated with an undertaking;without bonae artes/íngenium an enterpriseis
discreditedandwill provefruiíless.To capthe irony,Catiline is madeto utter
te possibilityof self-deception:nisi forte me animusfa/líe (20.17).

Text (b)30 concernsCatiline, complainingof Ihe treatmentaccordedhim
andconfessinginabiliíy ir endureit, andhisdeterminationtofortunae cedere
by departingfor Massilia. This dependenceon fortuna without Ihe contribu-
tion of bonaeartes (as aboye)bodesfailure.

Text (c) refers to the rebel leader before his final battle. It receives
significantaltentionfrom Vretskaalone3l and lis analysisis acceptableonly
in pan. His proposaltat fortuna be perceivedas simply the unpredicíable
againsí which it may be necessaryto struggle (kámpfen) is akin to one
alreadyrefuted.Correct,Ihough,is the insight thatCatiline, in his desperate
condition, might altain someglory by adopting«the Romansolution»,viz.
conductper víreueemto the deat.

Text (~Ú introducesthe last sentenceof Catiline’s final speechlo his men
before engaging Ihe Roman army and it notably (one could almost say
predictably) pits vírtus againstfortuna. This opposition32is contrary to
Sallustianprincipiesbuí in harmonywith te behaviourof Catiline.

In ah four insíancesthe vírtus-foreuna interdependencehas beentwisted
andmisunderstoodby Sallust’sCatiline. mis unreflectiveandcorrupt man,
leadingapackof malcontenísimbuedwith everyform of malae artes, mcl an
endcommensuratewith a trust inforeuna as a last resoríwhenno virtus was
evident.

SallusthashadMs detractors.To besure, Ihereareissuesaboutwhichhe
hasbeenprovedhistorically unreliable33,but this paperhasoíherobjectives.
Among theoter chargeslevelledat him arethoseof beinga propagandist34,
a philosophicalhack35, and of writing an inappropriatepreface36. These

30 Erkell (148) categorizes fortuna here, «Schicksal=Geschehen, Lage (bes. ungúnstige
Lage)»; Schweicher (23), as «unglúcldiches Schicksal, Unglúck»; McGushin <89), as «the chance
factor». Vreíska (¡oc. cii.) acknowledges an «ironischen Ton tragischer Pathetik» in this
conventional application of Hellenistic za»,; see also n. 18.

3’ Schweicher (25) denotes it as an instance of «Glñck».
32 So regarded by Erkell (149f.), who claimsforruna to be a personilication of«Glúck», and

Vresska, for whom fortuna here is dic «aussermenschliche Kraft» which prevents victory. For
McGushin (89) this is yet another example of «the chance factor»; even Síewart (306-307), who
makes acute observations on Catiline as [he inversion of Sallustian ideals, views fortuna as a
malicious entity to be overcome by virtus. Schweicher (23) argues that dic words are literary
adomment, a toposof a speech hefore militan’ engageznent which ought not to be used for
pwposes of characterization.

33 E. g. Syme, op. ci!., a. 14, 83-102. An overview is provided by H. Drexíer, Die
Cattlinarische VerscirwtYrung (Dannstadt, 1976), 303-308.

34 ‘Ibis Mommsen-Schwartz diesis lii still in evidence; most reccntly, H. H. Scullard, Fron, tire
Cracchi to Nero (London. l982~). 424. n. 4.

3’ M. L. W. Laistner, Tire GreaterRonran Htstorians (Berkeley, 1947), 521.
36 TIlis charge originates with Quintilian, ms!. Ore,!. 3.8.9: C. Sallustiustn bello lugurihino el

Cattltnaenihil ad historian,periinentibusprincipits orsuses!. Syme (241) believes that irhistoria is
to be translated as «dxc subject-matter, the siricture is more or less valió>. 1 follow, among
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criticisms have, in varying degrees,formedtangentsto my primaryconcern.
For instance, mention has been made of Sallust’s indictment of bolh
optimates andpopulares for abuseof power, and it has beendemonstrated
thai principies establishedin Ihe prólogue are intimately and consistently
linked wit the narrativeproper37.This is not lo claim thaI Sallustwas a
philosopherof Ihe first rank, nor even that philosophy was his guiding
principIe, buí it is apparenlthat he hasblendedphilosophy(a very Roman
nolion of virtus)38, history, and lilerary arlislry39. mal he viewed history
from an elbical standpointis no secret;but thai fortuna funclionsas a vehicle
in Ihis perspecíivehas not beenrecognised.Even Ihosecommentatorswho
unequivocallydenyfortuna anycausativeinfluencein Sallusl40havefailed lo
nole te consistencywilh which foreuna is preseníedas a iheme.me many
different terms employed in efforts to elucidate Sallust’s conception of
fortuna atíesíto a beliefin lis carelessapplicationof it: «aufgelegtesPathos»,
«Widerspruch»,«dámonischeMacht», «deus ex machina», «irrazionale»,
«allherrschenden»,«subterfuge»41.A commonfeatureof the commentators
hasbeenapresumptionin Ihe basicopposilionbelweenvirtus and fortuna42,
as if the latier should be assignedbotí an independeníandevil nature.lo
paraphraseBúdliner (307), Ihe morevireus is absent,Ihe moreits «Hauptgeg-
ner»,fortuna, dominates43.Not surprisingly, Ihen, Ihis relationshiphasbeen
characterisedas war-like44.

Previouscommentaíorshavebeeneilher incorrecíin their assessmentsor
incompletein their investigations,or both. Briefly stated,fortuna,for Sallust,
is a neutral term (not a force) which mirrors buí doesnot control human
affairs. In fact, he who, like Catiline, entrusíshimself to fortuna in the hope
of achievingsuccessis manifestly inverting Sallustian precepíswhich are
carefully andconsislently applied lo Rome’s past in generaland to Ihe
conspiracyin particular.In Sallust’s thought,fortuna operatesas a decisive
lilerary principle, not as an historical agení.

oíhers, EarI, op. cit., a. 10, 5 and M. Rambaud, «Les Prologues delSalluste et la Démonstration
Morale dans son Oeíivre», ¡<EL 24(1946), [¡5-130.

37 W. Sieldie, op. cit., n. 24, 9, asserted dic signifícance of 23ff. Ifor the monograph.
38 Earl, op. cii., a. [0,18-40.
39 W. Schur, Sallusta¡s Historileer (Stuttgart, [934),208-213was properly critical of efforts

concentrating on [he political Sallust [o [he exciusion of the thinker and writer.
40 Schweicher (173), borrowing a phrase from ErkelI (7i):fortunawasnot intended «als cinen

in dic Geschichie wirksamen Faktor». Most of dic othcrs are not so assertive.
“ Vrciska, 458; Búchner, 307, 322; K[ingner, op. cii., u- 19, [66; La ecana, op. cii., a. 20,

[27; Schweicher, 57; Tiffou, 352.
42 Schweicher (38) speaks of virtus «als Antithese ni fortuna».
43 Adopted by McGushin (89). Cf. Stewari (306, a. 23): «virtus, La di» Sallustian sense,

disdaias fortuna, or welcomes it only to prevail over it».
« Vretska on 57.5, «kámpfen»; F. Egermana, «Dic Proñmien su den Werken des Sallust»,

SAWW 214.3 (1932), lO, «im Kampf»; V. Páichí, Grundweríe ramiscirer Staatsgessinungin den
GeschichtswerleendesSallusí (Ber[ia, 1940), 25, «der Kampf gegen dic Fortuna».


