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BRIAN CROKE 

M u n d o the Gepid: 
f rom Freebooter to Roman General 

In the face of declining manpower and morale in the fif th century Roman army, em­
perors in both East and West were increasingly obliged to look to the various non-
Roman tribes inside and outside the empire as a source of recruits. A t the same time, 
and as a natural consequence, many leaders of barbarian contingents became pow­
erful and influential Roman generals.1 One such figure during the early reign of Jus­
tinian (527-565) was <Moundos> who emerges from the pages of Procopius as suc­
cessor to Belisarius in the East after 530, is instrumental in suppressing the N i k a riots 
in 532 and is finally ki l led in Dalmatia during the first stage of the Gothic war in 
536.2 Justinian had sent <Moundos> and his son Mauricius to recapture Salona 
which they duly did.3 Some time later Mauricius was leading his band of men on a 
reconnaissance mission when they encountered a hostile group of Goths. I n the en­
suing attack almost all the Romans, including Mauricius, were kil led. When the 
news of his son's death was broken to him <Moundos> was grief-stricken and en­
raged. H e set out for immediate vengeance but was himself wounded by the Goths 
and soon breathed his last. I t was his death, so Procopius reports, which led some to 
recall the saying of the Sibylline oracle that : Africa capta Mundus cum natoperibit.* 

This senior and experienced general of the 530's has sometimes been assumed to 
be identical to the barbarian freebooter named <Mundo> who took on the imperial 
army under Sabinianus, the magister militum of I l ly r icum, at Hor reum M a r g i (Cu­
prica) in 505 and succeeded, w i th Ostrogothic assistance, in inflicting a humiliating 
defeat on the Romans.5 Since this <Mundo> is reported as having fled from the 

1 An important phenomenon, on which see: A. DEMANDT, Der spätrömische Militäradel, 
Chiron 10, 1980,608-636, esp. 610, 619-621, 626-627 and «magister militum», RESuppl. 12 
(1970) 553-788, - esp. 785-786 (both articles with superb stemmata); K.STROHEKER, Zur 
Rolle der Heermeister fränkischer Abstammung im späten vierten Jahrhundert, Historia 4, 
1955, 314-330 ( = Germanentum und Spätantike, Zürich 1965, 9-29) and M . W A A S , Ger­
manen im römischen Dienst (Bonn 1971). 

2 For detailed references: W.ENSSLIN, Mundo, RE 16 (1933) 559-560. 
3 Proc.Wars 5. 5.2-11. 
4 Cf. Proc. Wars. 5. 7. 4-6 with J.BURY, History of the Later Roman Empire (London 

1923)1, 174 n. 1. 
5 BURY, 1923,1, 460; E.STEIN, Histoire du Bas-Empire (ed. J.-R.PALANQUE) (Paris 1959) 

I I , 55, 387; ENSSLIN, 1933, 559-560. 
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Gepids6 he is naturally assumed to have been a Gepid himself. Likewise, Justinian's 
general is recorded as being the son of a Gepid king. The sixth century Antiochene 
wri ter John Malalas explains this transition to Roman general f rom the service of 
the Ostrogothic K i n g Theoderic as follows : 

«During the consulate of Decius (529), Moundos who by descent belonged to the 
Gepid tribe and was the King's son, went over to the Romans. After the death o f his 
o w n father he attached himself to Thraustila, his uncle, and lived in Sirmium. When 
the king o f Rome Theoderic, son of Valamer, learnt this he sent messages and w o n 
Moundos over. Having been persuaded, Moundos went to h im, together w i t h his 
men, and stayed w i t h Theoderic Valamer fighting on his behalf. W h e n Moundos 
wi thdrew from Rome and reached the river Danube, he sent ambassadors to the em­
peror Justinian requesting that he might become a subject of his empire. Justinian 
accepted Moundos and his men, made h im magister militum per Illyricum and des­
patched him to carry out his duties.»7 

This statement gives rise to the easy assumption that after f ighting as an ally o f 
Theoderic in 505 M u n d o stayed on w i t h the Ostrogoths, or at least had joined them 
when the Gepids were deployed by Theoderic in southern Gaul in 523.8 I n either 
event i t is a compelling inference that the <Mundo> of 505 and the <Moundos> of 530 
are one and the same person. 

Despite this straightforward passage of Malalas i t has, however, been widely tak­
en for granted that the barbarian bandit M u n d o and Justinian's general Moundos 
were quite distinct individuals. Since this latter opinion has now been reasserted in 
the major biographical reference w o r k for the period9 i t is time to examine this prob­
lem o f identification more thoroughly. 

6 Jord. Get. 301 : Gepidarum gentemfitgiens. 
7 Malalas, 450.19 - 451.10 (Bonn): Έπί δε της ύπατείας Δεκίου προσερρύη 'Ρωμαίοις 

Μοϋνδος ό έκ γένους των Γηπέδων καταγόμενος, υιός ών ρηγός, μετά την τελευτήν τοο 
Ιδίου αύτοϋ πατρός προς Θραυστίλαν, θείον αύτοΟ, γεγονώς, και διηγεν έν τω Σιρμίω. και 
γνούς τοΟτο ό ρήξ 'Ρώμης ό Ούαλεμεριακος ό και Θευδερίχος, πέμψας προετρέψατο τον 
αυτόν Μουνδον· και πεισθείς απήλθε προς αυτόν μετά των ανθρώπων αύτοΟ και διέτριψε 
προς αυτόν, υπέρμαχων υπέρ τοο ΟύαλεμεριακοΟ τοο και Θευδερίχου. άναχωρήσας δε 
Μοϋνδος από 'Ρώμης άνηλθεν έπί τον Δανούβιον ποταμόν· και πέμψας προς τον βασιλέα 
Ίουστινιανόν πρεσβευτας ητησεν αυτόν ύπό την βασιλείαν αύτοο γενέσθαι, και έδέξατο 
αυτόν σύν τοις άνθρώποις αύτοο, ποιήσας αυτόν στρατηλάτην τοΟ 'Ιλλυριών έθνους, και 
άπέλυσεν αυτόν έν τη ιδία στρατηλασία. Theophanes ( A . M . 6032, DE BOOR 218.32) adds 
that the name of the father of Moundos was Giesmos. 

8 Cassiodorus, Variae V.10.2 with STEIN 1959, I I , 250. 
9 Mundo, PLRE, 2 (1980) 767-768; likewise in BURY, 1923,1 460 T . H O D G K I N , Italy and 

her Invaders 3 (1885) 439-442; 4 (1885) 3 n. 1 (acknowledging that the identification is «pos­
sible but not probable»). 

\ 
\ 
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I 

The Huns who launched their devastating raids along the Roman highways o f the 
Balkans in the 440's were a multi-national confederation bound together by a de­
pendence on At t i la the H u n king. A m o n g the different barbarian groups infl ict ing 
damage on the cities and countryside o f the Balkan provinces were the Ostrogoths 
and Gepids.10 When At t i la later turned his attention to the west the subject tribes re­
mained wi th in his sway. A t the famous battle o f the Catalaunian Plains in 451, for 
example, the H u n king's confidence was shared by his loyal ally Ardaric, k ing o f the 
Gepids.11 O n the day before the main encounter the Gepids were successful in battle 
against the Frankish allies o f the emperor.12 

N o t long after this decisive conflict, two years at the most, At t i l a was dead and his 
loosely-knit confederation soon began to disintegrate. Original ly the Huns, under 
Attila 's three sons, retreated into Dacia and Pannonia retaining overlordship o f the 
Ostrogoths and Gepids,13 but before long the subject nations grew restless as Attila's 
sons were anxious to divide them up among themselves. I n 454 the Gepids, under 
their k ing Ardaric formerly a loyal supporter o f At t i l a , revolted and shook of f the 
Hunnish yoke after a battle at the river Nedao in which Attila's son Ellac was 
kil led.1 4 Subsequently, the Goths occupied Pannonia and the Gepids moved into 
Dacia15 while the Huns themselves scattered. Some went as far as the Pontus;16 the 
remainder settling in two main congregations: one under Attila's youngest son Er-
nac in the Dobrudja,1 7 the other under his other surviving son Dengizich in Dacia 
Ripensis18 whence he attacked the Pannonian Goths in 463 or so and was soundly 
defeated.19 I n 466 Dengizich and Ernac proposed revised peace terms to the Ro­
mans. W h e n their overtures were rejected Dengizich resolved on war but his broth­
er declined and is not heard of again.20 As i t turned out Dengizich w o n favourable 
new concessions from the emperor Leo2 1 but in attacking the Romans again in 469 

10 Jord. Rom 331. 
11 Jord. Get. 199: eratque et Gepidarum agmini innumerabili rex illefamosissimus Ardanoti, 

qui ob nimiam suamfidelitatem ergaAttiUm eius consiliis intererat. 
12 Jord. Get 217. 
13 Jord. Get. 261-262. 
14 Jord. Get. 260 with O. MAENCHEN-HELFEN, The World of the Huns (Berkeley 1973) 

147ff. 
15 Jord. Get. 264. 
16 MAENCHEN-HELFEN, 1973, 150. 
17 Jord. Get. 266. 
18 Jord. Get. 272. 
19 Jord. Get. 273-274 with MAENCHEN-HELFEN, 1973,162ff. 
20 Priscus, fr. 36 ( F H G I V , 107). 
21 Priscus, fr. 38 (FHG IV, 108). 
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he overreached himself and was vanquished. His head was displayed, in a traditional 
way, on a pole in Constantinople, a grisly reminder of the end of the H u n menace.22 

Meanwhile, the Gepids remained in Dacia and the Ostrogoths in Pannonia 
which they occupied w i th the consent of the emperor Marcian.2 3 D u r i n g the 470's 
and 480's the Ostrogoths were drawn into the Balkans both by a search for new land 
on which to settle and as an instrument in the power game being played by the impe­
rial court w i th the various barbarian groups seeking imperial recognition and fa­
vour.24 The vacuum left in Pannonia was then filled by the Gepids moving south of 
the Danube.25 

This new equilibrium was upset in 488 when the Goths began their advance west­
wards towards Italy. I n the Goths' former home terri tory, at the river Ulca which 
acted as a protective barrier to the Gepids, the two barbarian nations collided.26 

Theoderic and his Goths, desperately short of food and supplies, defeated the 
Gepids in a muddy encounter. The Gepid king Trapstila (or Thraustila) was kil led 
but his young nephew M u n d o w h o was then under his tutelage was spared.27 W i t h 
newly w o n provisions the Goths continued into Italy, where they settled on Roman 
land and established their kingdom, while the Gepids apparently remained in the 
area of the Save and retained control of Sirmium. 

I I 

I n order to protect his new kingdom in Italy against the Gepids and other l ikely i n ­
vaders Theodoric took steps to secure domination of the Save/Drave valley.28 A n y 
disturbance in the region could be interpreted as a threat to the Ostrogoths; l ike­
wise, any opportunity to extinguish or diminish the power of the Gepids wou ld be 
eagerly grasped. 

N o w that M u n d o had grown to maturi ty he broke away from the Gepids settled 
around Sirmium, fled to the wilds across the Danube and gathered together a band 
of outlaws who achieved some notoriety by their depredations ; at least they became 

22 Marcellinus, Chron. s.a. 469 (MGH.AA, X I , 90); Chronicon Paschale, 598. 3-8 
(Bonn). 

" Jord.Get.263. 
24 For this period: BURY, 1923, 411-422; STEIN, 1959,1,335-337,356-357. 
25 Ennodius, pan. Theod. XII.60: (Sirmium) posteaper regentium negiectum in Gepidarum 

iura concessit. 
26 W. ENSSLIN, Theoderich der Große (Munich 1947) 67; STEIN, 1959, Π, 55; for the loca­

tion of the river: T. S. BURNS, The Ostrogoths. Kingship and Society, Historia. Einzelschr. H . 
36 (Wiesbaden 1980) 74-75. 

27 Ennodius, pan. Theod. V I I . 28-34 and Paulus Diaconus, Hist. Rom. XV.15 (for the 
death of Trapstila, despite ENSSLIN, Thraustila 3 RE 6 A [1936] 596). 

28 BURNS, 1980, 89-93. 

\ 
\ 

http://Jord.Get.263
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a cause of concern to the imperial government which in 505 despatched a large force 
under the magister militum Sabinianus to curb their raids.29 N o reason is offered by 
our sources for Mundo 's desertion of the Gepids but i t is not unlikely that he was ac­
tually driven out. When his father died in the 480's M u n d o did not succeed him as 
k ing because he was too young. Instead his maternal uncle, Trapstila, became k ing 
and M u n d o passed into his uncle's care.30 W h e n his uncle was ki l led not long after 
the throne was apparently claimed by his own son, Mundo 's cousin, Trasaric.31 

When M u n d o grew to adulthood by around 500 and realised his position he may 
well have appeared too dangerous a rival to tolerate. This is exactly what happened 
in the 550's when the Gepid king Elemundus died. His son Ustrigothus, although 
quite young, was forced to flee because Thor is in had pushed h im aside in seizing the 
Kingship.32 A similar situation occurred among the Lombards in 549; K i n g Vaces' 
nephew Risiulfus was destined to be king after Vaces' death «according to law», that 
is to say Risiulfus' father must have been king before Vaces. However, in order to 
enable his o w n son to succeed, Vaces had Risiulfus banished.33 I f we read <Trapstila> 
for <Vaces> and <Mundo> for <Risiulfus> then banishment by Trasaric may explain 
how M u n d o came to desert the Gepids for a life of brigandage. 

Whi le Mundo 's freebooters were on the rampage in the first years of the sixth 
century the Gothic k ing, so its seems, was demanding the capitulation of Sirmium 
and sent his general Pitzias to secure the city's submission. Sirmium surrendered but 
Pitzias' services were needed by M u n d o to t i l t the balance against the Romans and 
their Bulgar allies at H o r r e u m Marg i by the Morava river.34 I t was surely at this 
point that M u n d o came into the employ of Theodoric.35 His own tribe, the Gepids, 
had been stood over and Sirmium was now absorbed into Ostrogothic Italy and 
acquired its own royal official w i th both civil and mili tary powers.36 

W i t h the entry into the service of the Gothic k ing, M u n d o disappears from view. 

29 Jord. Get. 300-301. Marcellinus, Chron. s. a. 505 (MGH.AA, X I , 90). 
30 Malalas450.19ff. (Bonn);Theophanes, A . M . 6032 (DEBOOR, 218.31 ff.). 
31 Jord. Get. 300. 
32 Proc.Wars. 8.27. 19-20. 
33 Proc.Wars. 7.35. 12-15. 
34 Ennodius, pan. Theod. XII.60; Jord. Rom. 356; Get. 300; Marcellinus, Chron. s.a. 505 

(MGH.AA, X I , 90) with ENSSLIN, 1947, 133-135; STEIN, 1959, I I . 145-146 and BURNS, 1980, 
92-93. 

35 cf. ENSSLIN, 1947,134 (before 505). Both Malalas and Theophanes (n. 30 supra) say that 
Mundo was invited to join the Ostrogoths immediately before his uncle's death, that is 48 8. I f 
this implies active military support on Mundo's part it is impossible in the light both of his 
young age at the time and his banditry in and before 505. Alternatively, it could mean that he 
became a royal hospes at the Gothic court, just as Theoderic had earlier been at Constantino­
ple. 

36 Cassiodorus, Variae3.23,24. Although there is no evidence, STEIN (1959, I I , 156) makes 
the interesting suggestion that Mundo may have been recognized in the partition of Ulyricum 
in 510 as being in possession of the Danubian bank of Moesia I . 
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Indeed i t is usually held that nothing more is k n o w n about him.3 7 T o maintain this 
one has to accept that Justinian's general <Moundos> was a different person and the 
argument for differentiation normally adduced is nomenclature and nationality -
«if i t is correct that this M u n d o was a H u n , then he can not be identified w i t h M u n -
dus the magister mi l i tum of Justinian.»38 

I t is therefore important to consider first o f all the nationality o f this M u n d o . De­
scriptions range from «a son or grandson of Atti la» ( H O D G K I N ) 3 9 to «a H u n of noble 
ancestry» ( B U R N S ) , 4 0 to «a Gepid o f Atti lanic descent» ( M A E N C H E N - H E L F E N ) , 4 1 to a 
«Gepidenfürst» (ENSSLIN) . 4 2 The evidence upon which this range o f designations is 
based is a sole passage of Jordanes and since Jordanes was of barbarian descent h im­
self43 i t must be held l ikely that he was wel l able to differentiate and correctly de­
scribe the different barbarian nations o f his day. H e says of M u n d o : 

«nam hie Mundo de Attilanis quondam origine descendens Gepidarum gentem fu-
giens ultra Danubium in incultis locis sine ullis terrae cultoribus divagatus etplerisque 
abactoribus scumarisque et latronibus undecumque collectis... vicinis regem segrassa-
toribus fecerat. »44 

I t is clear that Jordanes does not say that M u n d o was a son or grandson of At t i la . 
Wha t he does divulge is that M u n d o traced his origins to what were formerly the At-
tilani and we should take quondam to indicate the period o f the 440's and 450's. I n 
addit ion, Attilani does not necessarily mean «of the immediate family o f Attila» but 
can stand for the whole H u n confederation which included the Gepids. The only 
other recorded instance of Attilani is part o f a general chronological categorisation 
of the mid fifth century.45 Bearing in mind that the direct descendants of At t i l a were 
effectively eliminated w i t h the death o f Dengizich in 469, and that Jordanes de­
scribes M u n d o as a refugee from the Gepids, i t seems safest to assume that he was in 
fact a Gepid (and the Gepids were certainly Attilani quondam) although i t remains 
possible that he was somehow related to At t i l a by descent. 

Tha t M u n d o was, strictly speaking, a Gepid rather than a H u n w o u l d also appear 
to be reinforced by the fact that a contemporary, the I l lyr ian chronicler Marcellinus, 

37 e.g. BURY, 1923,1. 460 n.3; H O D G K I N , 1885, 3, 439. 
38 PLRE2.767. 
39 (1885)3,439. 
40 (1980), 93. 
41 (1973), 364. 
42 (1933) 559 cf. ENSSLIN, 1947, 134: «Dieser Mundo, in dessen Adern hunnisches und 

gepidisches Blut f loß. . .» 
43 Jordanes tells us (Get. 266) that he was of mixed Goth/Alan parentage. On his nationali­

ty: N . W A G N E R , Getica. Untersuchungen zum Leben des Jordanes und zur frühen Geschichte 
derGothen (Berlin 1967) 3-17. 

44 Get. 301. 
45 Nov. Just. 11,1 (a. 535): autem Attilanis temporibus eiusdem locis devastatis Apraeemius 

praefectus praetorio de Sirmitana civitate in Thessalonicam profitgus venerat (ed. SCHOELL-
KROLL, p. 94). 

\ 
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dubs h im <Getic> (Geta).46 This traditional label was more likely to denote a Gepid 
than a H u n whose equivalent classical title was Scytbicus. Thus Gepids and Goths 
were actually closely related and i t is important to remember that Romans experi­
enced real difficulty in distinguishing between them. Jordanes carefully described 
how the Getae and Gepidaewere related47 and his contemporary Procopius provides 
an identical interpretation o f current nomenclature : the Gepids, Vandals and Viso-
goths are all Goths; they used to be called Sarmatians or Malaenchlaeni but now 
they are known simply as the «Getic races».48 The Romans could differentiate be­
tween Huns and Gepids, but not so wel l between Gepids and Goths. So when M a r -
cellinus calls M u n d o «Getic» we can be reasonably confident, in the light o f Jor­
danes' evidence, that he means «Gepid» rather than «Hun». 

I f Jordanes cannot be taken as evidence that M u n d o was definitely a H u n , i t then 
becomes highly likely that the <Moundos> in Justinian's service was the very same 
person at a later stage of his career. This latter Moundos was, as noted above, most 
definitely a Gepid : the son of a certain king Giesmos and the nephew of the next 
k ing Trapstila who was defeated by the Ostrogoths in 488.49 The transition to Ro­
man service is explained, as already observed, by Malalas who tells us that in 529 
Moundos , the son of the Gepid king, joined the Romans. T o this information Theo-
phanes, drawing here as elsewhere on a fuller version o f Malalas than we now pos­
sess,50 adds the name of the Gepid k ing — Giesmos. Both Malalas and Theophanes 
go on to say that after his father's death Moundos attached himself to Thraustila 
and later was talked into jo in ing Theoderic, but after the latter's death in 526 retired 
to the Danube and afterwards offered his services to Justinian w h o made h im ma-
gister militum in I l lyr icum. 

Ill 

I n the three years between Theoderic's death and his appointment as magister mili­
tum per Illyricum in 529 Moundos appears to have been settled somewhere in the v i ­
cinity of the Danube. Since the Gepids had settled not far away after being driven 
out o f Sirmium in 505 (but on both sides o f the Danube) and easily gravitated back 
to Sirmium when the Ostrogothic grip on i t loosened,51 i t is quite possible that 

46 Marcellinus, Chron. s. a. 505 (MGH.AA, X L 90) : Sabinianus delegatus contra 
Mundonem Getam. 

47 Get. 94-95. 
48 Proc. Wars 3.2.2. 
49 Malalas, 450, 19-22, Theophanes, A. M . 6032 (DE BOOR, 218.31 ft). 
50 K. KRUMBACHER, Geschichte der byzantinischen Literatur2 (Munich 1897) 330 and less 

informatively in H . HUNGER Die hochsprachliche profane Literatur der Byzantiner (Munich 
1978) I , 320. 

51 The Gepids returned to Sirmium about this time (Proc. Wars 7.33.8) and were well esta­
blished there by 535 (ibid. 5.3.15). 
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Moundos spent these three years amongst the Gepids and this w o u l d be further evi­
dence of his Gepid nationality, stated so specifically by Malalas.52 

In support of this l ikel ihood is the fact that in the service of the Romans Moundos ' 
contingent consisted of a large group of Erul i . 5 3 N o w the Erul i had been settled in 
Pannonia in 512 by the emperor Anastasius and were direct neighbours of the Gep­
ids.54 Al though at first relations were strained between these new neighbours55 they 
became friends and allies later.56 That the forces offered to Justinian in 529 consisted 
of Erul i suggests that Moundos had come to take command of them as a leading 
Gepid warlord. Furthermore, this close relationship between Gepids and the Erul i 
was later cemented by the marriage o f Moundos ' granddaughter to one o f the com­
manders of the Erulian units in Roman service, perhaps the one originally under the 
authority of Moundos himself.57 

Moundos ' appointment as magister militumperIllyricum was made in 529 and al­
most certainly precipitated by the disastrous invasion of the Bulgars in that year. 
They invaded I l lyr icum and defeated the Roman generals opposing them. Three 
new generals were appointed, one of w h o m was the Caucasian Hunnish king 
Askoum. They too were eventually captured and a hefty ransom paid to secure the 
release of Askoum who was magistermilitum per Illyricum atthe time of the invasion. 
Moundos succeeded Askoum and the tables were soon turned. I n 530 he defeated 
the Slavs first of all and later in the year succeeded in turning back another invasion 
of the Bulgars, scoring a notable victory in the process and capturing the Bulgar 
king.5 8 The source closest to these events is Marcellinus, an exact contemporary. 
Living in the imperial capital and having been in the service of Justinian (from c. 
520-527)59 i t is not unlikely that he actually knew Moundos. So when Marcellinus 
calls both the vanquisher of Sabinianus in 505 and the conqueror of the Bulgars in 
530 <Mundo> there can be no question of him confusing the names. I n other words, 
the general of 529/536 w h o m the Greek sources (Procopius, Malalas, Theophanes) 
refer to as <Moundos> Marcellinus calls <Mundo>. 

Jordanes too calls both the barbarian general of 505 and Justinian's general 
<Mundo>. Jordanes certainly used Marcellinus and i t might be argued that he is sim­
ply copying Marcellinus here and cannot be regarded as independent testimony. I t is 

52 Malalas, 450.20. 
53 Proc.Wars 1.24.41. 
54 Marcellinus, Chron. 512.11 ( M G H . A A X I , 98); Proc.Wars 6.14.28. 
55 Proc. Wars 6.14.27. 
56 Proc. Wars 6.15.36. It appears that they made a joint assault on Sirmium in 527/8 (for the 

sources: STEIN, 1959, I I , 307-308). 
57 Proc. Wars 8.26.13. 
58 Malalas, 451.3-16 (Bonn) ; Theophanes, A. M . 6032 (DE BOOR 219.9-14) ; Marcellinus, 

Chron. s.a. 530 ( M G H . A A X I , 103) with STEIN, 1959, I I , 305-308 and B.CROKE, Justinian's 
Bulgar Victory Celebration, Byzantinoslavica 41, 1980, 188-195. 

59 Marcellinus 9, PLRE, 2,710-711. 
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equally likely, however, that he was fol lowing a source common to both Marcel l i -
nus and himself as he often does.60 I n any event, Jordanes makes reference to M u n -
do's expedition against the Goths in 535, that is at a point beyond the end of the 
chronicle of Marcellinus.61 Jordanes is renowned for his carelessness, a reputation 
that is not always justified, and there are some who w o u l d say that i f <Mundo> (505) 
and <Moundos> (530) were distinct individuals then the similarity of names w o u l d be 
enough for Jordanes to coalesce them. This is unfair. I t is quite possible that Jor­
danes also knew Moundos, even more likely that he knew of h im, i f only as someone 
of barbarian extraction like himself.62 The evidence of Jordanes therefore points to a 
single Mundo . 

Procopius, on the other hand, calls <Moundos> the man who Marcellinus and Jor­
danes knew as <Mundo>. I t must be pointed out too that Procopius also may have 
known this general. H e at least had opportunities to observe him at close quarters, 
both on the eastern frontier when M u n d o replaced Belisarius, Procopius' employer, 
in 530 and in Constantinople during the N i k a riots i n January 532 when Belisarius 
and <Moundos> worked closely together. I t is clear that Marcellinus' <Mundo> was 
Procopius' <Moundos> and that the latter is merely employing a declinable Greek 
form for the barbarian name. When we set down the complete list of sources for 
M o u n d o s / M u n d o from 505-536 the explanation becomes even more apparent: 

< M U N D O > 
Ennodius, pan. Theod. X I I , 63 
Marcellinus, s.a. 505 
Marcellinus, s. a. 530 
Jordanes, Rom. 386-387 
Jordanes, Get. 300 

< M O U N D O S > 
Procopius, Wars 5.5.2 

5.5.11; 5.75; 4.5; 
8.26.13; 7.1.36 

Malalas, 450.19 (Bonn) 
Theophanes, 218.31 ( D E B O O R ) 

I t is only the Latin sources who call h im <Mundo> and only the Greek sources who 
use <Moundos>. N o Latin source employs <Moundos> (Mundus) and no Greek 
source <Mundo>. Consequently, there is no basis for the modern contention that the 
barbarian general of 505 was called <Mundo> and the Justinianic general <Moun-
dos>, thereby regarding these as different names implying different individuals. The 
only reason <Mundo> is so strongly associated wi th the 505 battle is that all our 
sources for the incident (Marcellinus, Jordanes, Ennodius, Cassiodorus) are Latin 
and naturally use the Latin form of the name. 

60 For the general problem of the relationship between Jordanes and Marcellinus see: 
L .VARADY, Jordanes-Studien. Jordanes und das Chronicon des Marcellinus Comes - Die 
Selbständigkeit des Jordanes, Chiron 6, 1976,441-487. 

61 Rom. 387, perhaps from the source common to Jordanes and the Continuator of Mar-
cellinus (MOMMSEN, MGH.AA. X I , 54-55). 

62 For Jordanes' nationality: n.43 supra. 
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IV 

I f , as contended here, we are looking at the career of a single man M u n d o over a pe­
r iod o f twenty years then we need to be certain that the chronology of his life, in so 
far as i t can be determined, does not vitiate this reconstruction. 

W e do not know exactly when M u n d o was born but his father died before 488 
when M u n d o passed into the protection of his uncle.63 I t is reasonable to expect that 
he was still only a child at this stage. I f he was born about 480/485 he wou ld have 
been 20-25 years o ld when he took on Sabinianus in 505. This accords sensibly w i t h 
the picture o f a hot-headed young leader of a band of brigands and adventurers 
sketched by Jordanes.64 Hence, in 530 when he defeated the Bulgars on behalf of the 
Roman emperor he was 45—50, a normal and mature age for a senior Roman gene­
ral. I t means of course that he wou ld have been 50-55 when he was ki l led in 536. 

W e learn f rom Procopius that Mundo 's son Mauricius predeceased him.6 5 A l ­
though there is no indication o f Mauricius ' age in 536 we do know that he left be­
hind him at least two children : a daughter who by 5 5 3 had married A r u t h k ing of the 
Eru l i 6 6 and a son who is described in 541 as a <young lad> when he narrowly escaped 
capture at the hands of the Goths near Treviso.67 Since Mauricius had at least two 
children by 536 i t is fairly safe to assume that at the time of his death he was about 
25-30 (if he were a few years older this w o u l d not materially affect the argument). 
As a result he w i l l have been born about 505—510 and this in turn w o u l d appear to 
confirm the age of his father (20-30) at that time. I f we say that M u n d o was 25-30 in 
510 he w i l l have been 20-25 in 505, 45—50 in 530 and 50-55 when he died. As we 
have seen, a youthful M u n d o in 505 and a ful ly mature and experienced general i n 
the 530's is precisely the picture that emerges from the meagre sources. 

The career o f M u n d o can now be fitted together. Born the son of the Gepid k ing 
Giesmos c. 480 he lost his father while a chi ld and came under the power o f his uncle 
the new king Trapstila who was himself ki l led in 488. When M u n d o grew up he 
broke away, or was banished, f rom his tribal domain, gathered around h im a c rowd 
o f young freebooters and they engaged in plundering Roman territory. When the 
imperial army was sent against them in 505 M u n d o allied himself w i t h Theoderic 
and apparently remained in Ostrogothic service for the next twenty years. When 
Theoderic died Mur ido , like the Gepid k ing Ardaric after the death of At t i la , failed 
to transfer his loyalty to the new Gothic king.6 8 Instead, i t seems he returned to his 

63 Malalas, 450. 21-22. 
64 Get. 301. 
65 Proc. Wars 5.7.3. 
66 Proc. Wars 8.26.13. 
67 Proc. Wars 7.1.36. 
68 Jord. Get. 260 
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tribe in the Save/Danube region where in 529, now a more experienced general, he 
offered his services to Justinian who was being hard pressed to defend the Balkan 
provinces against the Slavs and Bulgars. The Gepid M u n d o subsequently proved 
himself a loyal, diligent and effective Roman general in the Balkans, on the Persian 
frontier, in Constantinople and finally in Dalmatia. 




