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ABSTRACT

Please note - When the noun “Nolan” is used in this paper it refers to all involved in the creation and marketing
of this movie. The author has no knowledge of the persons involved, beyond the screenwriter and director
Christopher Nolan. The author did not have access to the screenplay and was researching the movie from what
he could remember a few viewings and what has been reported. Factual errors are inevitable and can be
corrected once the screenplay is available.

THIS PAPER MAY BE HEAVILY REVISED AT THAT POINT AND ANY OR ALL FINDINGS CHANGED.

This paper provides a rigorous, diachronic legal and rhetorical deconstruction of the Douraios
Hippos (the wooden horse) of Troy, evaluating its shifting status from an ancient instrument of
celebrated strategic intellect into a modern archetype of battlefield perfidy. Rather than accepting
the structural flattening executed by contemporary cinematic adaptations—most notably
Christopher Nolan’s 2026 film The Odyssey, which purges active Olympian deities to force an
anachronistic, post-Freudian veteran trauma loop and an artificial "Zeus's Law" onto antiquity—
this study treats the "case" of the Trojan Horse as an active legal dispute litigated across three
millennia of military jurisprudence.

By unpicking the explicit state-level motives within the historical "courts of the mind," this
monograph contrasts the Classical Athenian defence—which celebrated the stratagem as a
supreme manifestation of métis (cunning intelligence) directly sanctioned by Athena—with the
Roman imperial prosecution engineered by Virgil, which rebranded heroic cunning as
unprincipled, lawless perfidia (perfidy) to serve the dynastic requirements of the Augustan
regime and excuse the catastrophic command failures of Aeneas.

Furthermore, this paper subjects the parameters of the ruse to contemporary international
statutory frameworks, integrating empirical adjudication data from modern war college mock
trials. It demonstrates that under Article 37 of Protocol I Additional to the Geneva Conventions,
modern international tribunals deliver a distinct split verdict: completely acquitting the physical
structure of the Horse as a permitted tactical ruse and work of camouflage, while unanimously
convicting the operative Sinon for statutory perfidy due to his feigned non-combatant suppliant
status, and convicting the Achaean high command for subsequent war crimes under the doctrine
of Command Responsibility.

Ultimately, this study unmasks the systemic flaws in modern, secularized deconstructions that
impose post-Westphalian and post-1946 humanitarian standards onto a primitive, Bronze Age
warrior society, concluding that within its authentic Late Bronze Age context, the Trojan Horse
was an entirely legitimate, divinely co-authored execution of strategic warfare.
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Executive Summary: The Anatomy of Deception

Was the Trojan Horse a War Crime? An Exhaustive Legal, Rhetorical, and Diachronic
Analysis of Perfidy, Sacrilege, and Battlefield Deception from Antiquity to the Modern Era

This monograph provides a rigorous legal and historical interrogation of the Douraios Hippos
(the wooden horse) across three millennia of military jurisprudence and rhetorical art. Moving
beyond high-level summaries, this study examines the precise mechanics of battlefield deception
by contrasting the ritualised, externalized shame cultures of the Late Bronze Age with the
codified, statutory frameworks of modern International Humanitarian Law (IHL).

By analysing empirical data from contemporary war college mock trials and unpicking the
ideological motives of Classical Athenian and Roman imperial forums, this paper evaluates
whether the stratagem constitutes a legitimate ruse of war or a prohibited act of perfidy. Finally,
it provides a systematic critique of Christopher Nolan's 2026 film 7he Odyssey, demonstrating
how the production deconstructs classical heroism by projecting modern psychological trauma
and anachronistic legal boundaries onto a primitive warrior culture.

Introduction: The Internalised Olympus and the Polytropos Illusion

The cinematic and literary translation of classical epic poetry routinely functions as an active
battlefield for contemporary cultural and political anxieties. At the absolute centre of this
discourse sits the protagonist of Homer’s The Odyssey, defined in the epic's opening line as
polytropos—the man "of many turns, tricks, and strategic illusions". In the heroic Aegean
tradition, this quality was not an ethical or structural defect; it represented metis: the resourceful,
highly adaptive intelligence that enables the intellectually superior warrior to subvert and master
an enemy’s raw physical superiority (bie).

In contemporary cinematic adaptations—most notably Christopher Nolan’s 2026 production of
The Odyssey—directors frequently execute what contemporary media theory classifies as a total
metaphysical decapitation of the classical canon. By completely removing literal, active deities
from the narrative architecture, the film flattens Homer’s vertical, multi-tiered cosmos (where
human actions are constantly balanced against active divine wills) into a closed, secular sandbox
governed exclusively by materialist physics, post-industrial economic anxieties, and post-
Freudian veteran trauma.

This materialist flattening creates a cascading series of self-sabotaging narrative paradoxes. It
transforms a sacred homecoming (nostos) into an anxious, horizontal tale of personal trauma and
vigilante murder, while projecting 21st-century international legal standards onto an ancient
world operating under completely different cosmic and ritualistic parameters.

To rescue the stratagem of the Trojan Horse from this chronological dislocation, this study
isolates the precise points where tactical deception intersects with historical codes of conduct.
Rather than relying on mere assertions, this paper treats the "case" of the Trojan Horse as an
active legal dispute, unpicking the specific socio-political motives that caused each historical era
to claim its own absolute verdict.
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3. The Facts of the Deception: Relandscaping the Sacred Offering

To establish an unassailable baseline for legal evaluation, the tactical facts of the Trojan Horse
must be reconstructed using the precise textual parameters established in Homer’s Iliad, The
Odyssey (Books IV and VIII), and the subsequent classical accounts. The execution of the ruse
relied on a highly coordinated three-part operational pipeline:

Phase I: The Ruse of Abandonment
- Feigned retreat of the Achaean fleet to Tenedos.
- Erasure of visible military presence from the Trojan plain.

v
Phase II: The Infiltration Asset
- Strategic deployment of Sinon as a feigned non-combatant suppliant.
- Delivery of the meticulously calibrated false narrative.

v
Phase III: The Sacralised Engine
- Presentation of the Wooden Horse as a votive offering (votum).
- Exploitation of Trojan piety to bypass defensive walls.

The construction of the structure was led by Epeius, a master craftsman working under the direct,
explicit inspiration of Athena. The material composition utilized pine timbers felled from Mt.
Ida, engineered to form a hollow hull capable of concealing an elite, twenty-to-thirty-man strike
unit commanded by Odysseus and including Menelaus, Neoptolemus, and Diomedes.

To ensure the Trojans accepted the structure, the Achaean forces executed a total tactical
withdrawal. They burned their own camp on the beach, boarded their transport vessels, and
sailed under cover of darkness to the nearby island of Tenedos, completely erasing their visible
military presence from the plain.

The operation then transitioned to the primary infiltration asset: Sinon. Left behind on the
desolate beach as a deliberate piece of psychological bait, Sinon allowed himself to be captured
by Trojan scouting parties. Brought before King Priam and the Trojan high command, he
delivered a meticulously calibrated false testimony. He claimed he was a desperate, escaping
victim of Odysseus’s personal malice, abandoned by his own forces after being chosen as a
human sacrifice to appease the wind gods.

Crucially, Sinon explained that the massive wooden horse was an inviolable votive offering
(Votum) dedicated to Athena, constructed to atone for the theft of the Palladium from her
citadel. He explicitly warned that if the Trojans destroyed or desecrated the structure, it would
invite the immediate, cataclysmic wrath of the goddess upon Ilium. Conversely, if they dragged
it into their own acropolis, it would function as a permanent shield of divine protection,
guaranteeing Trojan dominance over Greece.

Driven by an urgent desire to maintain cosmic equilibrium and respect the sacred category of the
offering, the Trojan authorities overruled the tactical warnings of the priest Laocodn and the
prophetic warnings of Cassandra. Bypassing their own monumental limestone ramparts, they
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dismantled a section of the Scaean Gate to voluntarily drag the engine into the heart of their
citadel, setting the stage for the midnight assault.

4. The "Law" Over Eras: From Sacred Pollution to Statutory Crime

The contemporary concept of a "war crime" is an institutional, post-Westphalian legal construct
that relies on state sovereignty, explicit treaty codification, and formal statutory tribunals. In the
historical reality of the Late Bronze Age (c. 1300-1140 BC), no such international legal
framework existed.

Warfare was an existential, un-codified confrontation between competing tribal estates (Qikoi) or
loose regional autocracies. The standard, culturally accepted outcome of military conquest
included the immediate execution of surrendering soldiers, the pillaging of private property, and
the wholesale enslavement of surviving women and children.

However, the ancient world was far from an ethical vacuum. It recognized a strict framework of
unwritten, universally acknowledged divine laws (Themis) and ancestral customs (Dike). Within
this matrix, violations were categorized not as statutory offences against civil states, but as
sources of absolute cosmic pollution (4Ages) or overweening pride (Hubris) that invited
immediate, generational divine retribution (7isis).

4.1. The Evolution of Legal Categories

e Agos (Sacred Pollution): In the Heroic Age, the primary marker of an unacceptable
battlefield action was the creation of a spiritual stain. Breaking a solemn blood oath sworn
before the gods or violating a formal suppliant seeking asylum at a sacred altar did not break
a civil statute; it poisoned the land, ensuring that the gods themselves would enforce physical
punishment upon the perpetrator's lineage.

e Fides and Perfidia: Under the subsequent Roman Republican and Imperial legal codes, this
ritualized framework transitioned toward an emphasis on Fides (good faith and institutional
reliability). Deception was legally permitted as a ruse only if it did not violate an explicit
pledge of good faith. The deployment of unprincipled fraud or malicious treachery was
categorized as Perfidia—an offence that alienated the state from the protection of the gods
and violated the Jus Gentium (the law of nations).

¢ The Augustinian Internalization: In the late Roman and medieval eras, the legal evaluation
of deception shifted from external ritual compliance to the internal architecture of the
conscience. Formulated by Augustine of Hippo in his foundational texts De Mendacio (On
Lying) and Contra Mendacio, speech was re-engineered as a sacred instrument for reflecting
divine truth. Consequently, the tactical manipulation of signs and false testaments—even
when deployed against a wartime adversary—was re-categorized as an absolute sin against
the Holy Spirit, transforming a heroic virtue (Metis) into a profound moral stain requiring
spiritual atonement.

e Modern Codification: In the post-1945 era, this historical trajectory culminated in the strict
codification of International Humanitarian Law (IHL), explicitly separating permissible
"ruses of war" from the statutory war crime of perfidy under Article 37 of Protocol I
Additional to the Geneva Conventions.
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5. The Case Argued in Athens: The Courts of the Mind

To understand how the Trojan Horse was evaluated in Classical Athens, one must examine what
historians term the "courts of the mind'"—the public assemblies, rhetorical schools, and tragic
theatres where the Athenian state systematically litigated the myths of its heroic past to
legitimize its contemporary imperial policies. Athens, as a radical maritime democracy anchored
by sophisticated naval trade networks, intellectual adaptability, and a reliance on strategic
calculation over raw land-based force, had a profound political motive in "winning" the ethical
case for the Trojan Horse.

In the Athenian civic consciousness, the stratagem was celebrated as the ultimate demonstration
of Arété (personal excellence) and intellectual sophistication. The case for the Achaeans was
formally laid out by rhetoricians such as Gorgias in his Encomium of Helen and defended across
the lost courtroom dramas of the sophists. The Athenian legal defence rested upon three
unassailable pillars:

1. The State of Universal Open Hostility - The Greeks argued that the Trojan state was an
active military adversary in a continuous, declared state of open warfare. No formal
armistice, truce, or covenant of peace had been negotiated on the plain. In the absence of an
explicit treaty, the Achaeans owed no civic or legal duties of transparency to the Trojan high
command. Deceiving a military enemy to secure their surrender breached no civil or
international contract, as the natural state of engagement between adversary poleis was
absolute confrontation until one side achieved systemic dominance.

2. The Supremacy of Intellect (Métis) over Force (Bie) - The Athenian philosophical
framework held that victory achieved through intellectual calculation was fundamentally
superior to victory achieved through raw, unthinking violence. Brute force was the marker of
the barbarian and the beast; strategic cunning was the defining marker of the civilized Greek
citizen.

Odysseus's capacity to out-think the Trojan defences was viewed as a triumph of human
reason over a defensive system built entirely on stone and bone. The Horse did not break the
unwritten laws of civilized conflict; it proved that intelligence could resolve a bloody ten-
year military deadlock that physical force had failed to crack.

3. Absolute Divine Sanction and Co-Authorship - Most crucially, the Athenian defence
proved that the construction of the structure was not a lawless, renegade operation. It was
directly inspired, guided, and co-authored by Athena, the patron goddess of the city and the
supreme cosmic authority on strategic warfare.

Her active participation and explicit blessing provided absolute theological validation for the
ruse. In the Greek religious structure, a tactical manoeuvre co-signed by the daughter of Zeus
could not, by definition, constitute an act of sacrilege or an unjust crime. It was an instrument
of divine justice, engineered to execute cosmic retribution against the House of Priam for
Paris’s original, un-absolved violation of Xenia (hospitality law) when he plundered the
household of Menelaus.
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Furthermore, the Athenian "courts of the mind" drew a sharp legal distinction between the
deployment of the Horse and the subsequent excesses committed during the sack of the city. The
state acknowledged that individual commanders—such as Neoptolemus and Ajax the Lesser—
committed severe sacrilege (4gos) when they violated suppliants at the altars of the gods.

The Athenians pointed out that the gods immediately punished these specific, localized crimes
by destroying the return fleets of the perpetrators. However, the initial deception of the Horse
remained entirely un-condemned on the divine ledger, remaining celebrated as a clean, legitimate
manifestation of Hellenic intelligence.

The Case Argued in Rome: Virgil and the Imperial Prosecution

Conversely, the Roman imperial state, acting through its primary Augustan court poet Virgil in
the Aeneid, established an aggressive, comprehensive prosecution of the Trojan Horse stratagem.
Rome's state-level motive was explicitly ideological and dynastic. To provide historical
legitimacy for the newly established principate of Caesar Augustus, the Roman elite
manufactured a foundational narrative built upon Pietas (stoic duty, institutional loyalty, and
absolute piety) and Fides (immutability of the pledged word).

By positioning the Roman people as the direct, noble inheritors of the surviving Trojan
bloodlines through Aeneas, the Augustan regime had a profound geopolitical interest in re-
writing the fall of Troy. They re-branded the Greek victory not as a triumph of superior military
intellect, but as a cowardly, lawless act of Perfidia (perfidy) and unprincipled fraud. In doing so,
they established a permanent moral superiority over the "deceitful, slippery" Greeks (Graecia
Mendax), framing the destruction of Ilium as a tragic moral martyrdom.

1. The Compromised Witness: Deconstructing Aeneas’s Testimony - The primary
evidentiary text for the Roman prosecution is Aeneas’s famous narrative delivered to Queen
Dido in Book II of the Aeneid. When evaluated under modern evidentiary standards, this
testimony must be characterized as structurally, politically, and personally compromised.
Aeneas operates as a highly unreliable witness whose account serves a dual rhetorical
function: to excuse his own abandonment of the citadel and to manufacture political
legitimacy for his exiled forces.

Aeneas's Impossible Rhetorical Dilemma
- Acknowledge a catastrophic Trojan intelligence failure.
- Admit that the high command bypassed basic military pickets.

¥ Masked By Aeneas

The Virgilian Narrative Fabrication
- Reframe the defeat as a supernatural, demonic conspiracy.
- Classify Odysseus as an unprincipled "inventor of crimes."

Aeneas faces a catastrophic rhetorical dilemma when addressing the Carthaginian court. He
is a high-ranking Trojan military commander who survived the total destruction of his state.
He cannot candidly admit to Queen Dido that the Trojan high command suffered a total
failure of intelligence, ignored their own elite scouts, dismantled their own primary
defensive gate, and failed to post basic military pickets or sentries during a time of high
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alert. Such an admission would brand him as an incompetent officer unfit to lead an
expedition to Italy.

To mask this failure of command responsibility, Aeneas constructs a highly emotional
narrative that reframes a standard military defeat into a supernatural, demonic conspiracy.
He characterises Odysseus not as a brilliant strategist, but as a malicious, pathological
master of manipulation—a "crafty schemer" and Scelerum Inventor (an inventor of crimes).
Sinon is re-written from a highly trained, willing espionage agent into a grotesque symbol of
Greek treachery who weaponized the sacred laws of asylum to execute an act of total
domestic betrayal.

This Roman reframing served the immediate institutional requirements of the Augustan
military machine. The Roman legions relied on rigid discipline, collective conformity, and
predictable tactical formations. Within this paradigm, individualistic brilliance, irregular
warfare, and tactical deception (Metis) were viewed as highly dangerous liabilities to state
security.

By winning the case for Trojan innocence in the forum, Roman propaganda established a
framework where empire was justified as a moral obligation to impose Fides and order onto
a chaotic world, utilizing the narrative of the Trojan Horse as an active historical shield
against the intellectual sophistication of the East.

2. The Athenian Forum: The Fragmentary Defence of Gorgias of Leontini
- In the courts of the mind of Classical Athens (c. 427 BC), the defence of the Achaean
strategy did not rely on modern abstractions of international humanitarian law but on the
absolute primacy of Logos (persuasive speech) and Ananke (divine necessity). While
Gorgias’s Encomium of Helen survives intact to litigate the moral innocence of Helen, his
fragmentary Defence of Odysseus (preserved through late antique rhetorical anthologies)
provides the precise linguistic scaffolding for validating the Douraios Hippos.

Gorgias operated on a radical epistemological premise: objective truth is subordinate to the
structural alignment of human argument with cosmic reality. In the fragment regarding the
stratagem, the rhetorical phrasing forces an unyielding dilemma upon the accusers:

"If it was by the promptings of the gods that the stratagem was engineered, how can a
mortal man bring an indictment of crime? For it is not the nature of things for the stronger
to be hindered by the weaker, but for the weaker to be ruled and guided by the stronger, and
since Athena is superior to man in both wisdom and power, her co-authorship of the horse
cleanses the deed of all human stain (Agos). Deception in the service of justice is not Dolos
(malicious trickery), it is Sophia (wisdom) weaponized against those who broke the
boundary of Zeus Xenios.

Through this phrasing, the Athenian school established that the Horse was a legitimate
execution of Ruses de Guerre. Because Paris had shattered the sacred, bilateral covenants of
Xenia (hospitality) by plundering the estate of Menelaus, the entire Trojan state existed in a
condition of active spiritual debt. Deceiving an active, un-absolved adversary through
intellectual cunning (Metis) was celebrated as supreme Arété (excellence). The Athenian
verdict was absolute: the Horse was an instrument of cosmic rectification, legally and
theologically validated by the daughter of Zeus.
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3. The Roman Imperial Forum: The Archival Prosecution of the Jus Gentium

- In stark contrast, the archival framework of the Roman forum—codified during the
Augustan Principate (c. 19 BC)—prosecuted the Achaeans under the rigid legal parameters
of Fides (good faith) and the Jus Gentium (the law of nations). Under Roman jurisprudence,
warfare was legitimate only if it maintained a strict adherence to ritual justice, governed by
the Fetial College (Collegium Fetialium). Deception that actively subverted a shared
religious symbol was classified not as clever strategy, but as Perfidia (perfidy)—a
sacrilegious fraud that permanently disrupted the Pax Deorum (peace with the gods).

The prosecution, preserved through the highly structured rhetoric of Virgil’s Aeneid (Book
1), relies on the strategic reconstruction of the scene at the Scaean Gate. The Roman legal
brief asserts that the Greeks did not merely deploy camouflage; they actively weaponized a
false oath sworn by Sinon before the sacred altars. Aeneas’s testimony to Queen Dido
captures the precise legal charge brought in Italy:

"Accipe nunc Danaum insidias et crimine ab uno disce omnes—Hear now the treachery of
the Greeks, and from a single crime learn the nature of them all."

The Roman legal argument unpicks the testimony of Sinon, showing that he invoked the
stars, the eternal fires of truth, and the inviolable name of Athena to falsify his status as an
escaping, non-combatant refugee. By claiming that the structure was an inviolable Votum
(votive offering) designed to atone for the theft of the Palladium, the Greeks created an
artificial legal barrier.

The Romans argued that the Trojans did not fail in military vigilance; they were bound by
their own Pietas (duty to the gods) to respect what was presented as a sacralised monument.
Therefore, bypassing the city walls under the cover of a simulated religious peace
constituted an unprincipled violation of international trust, justifying Rome’s ultimate
destiny to crush the "deceitful" legacy of Greece.

7. The Case Argued Today: Modern War College Mock Trials and the ICC
Verdict

To remove all historical bias and address the question of whether the Trojan Horse constitutes a
war crime under contemporary parameters, this study examines the empirical data, legal
arguments, and structural findings generated by modern military institutions. Over the past
several decades, multiple international law institutes and elite war colleges—including the
United States Army War College and the Naval War College—have conducted rigorous,
formal mock trials of the Trojan Horse, outfitting real military prosecutors, defence counsels,
and international jurists to adjudicate the ruse under contemporary statutory law.

The modern prosecution relies strictly on the codified parameters of International
Humanitarian Law (IHL), specifically targeting the actions of Odysseus and the Achaean high
command under Article 37 of Protocol I Additional to the Geneva Conventions (1977), which
outlines the absolute prohibition against perfidy.

10
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The Core Statutory Arguments

THE MODERN STATUTORY TRIAL INTERFACE (IHL / ICC)

PROSECUTION CHARGES (IHL Article 37) ‘ DEFENSE BRIEF (Tactical Ruse)
|

* Misuse of sacred religious category. | * Feigned retreat is a valid ruse
(votum) to invite false trust. | to exploit enemy vigilance.

* Feigned non-combatant status via * Structure carried no formal
the operative Sinon. humanitarian or neutral emblems.

* Subsequent execution of an un-notified |[. * No formal armistice or covenant
surprise massacre from within. of peace had been signed.

Formula result:

7.2.1. The Prosecution's Case for Perfidy

The prosecution argues that the Trojan Horse goes beyond a permitted tactical ruse, fitting the
precise statutory definition of perfidy. Under Article 37, acts that invite the confidence of an
adversary to lead them to believe they are entitled to, or obliged to accord, protection under the
rules of international law, followed by a betrayal of that confidence for lethal intent, are strictly
prohibited.

The prosecution demonstrates that the Achaeans intentionally exploited a recognized, protected
category of spiritual protection: the votive offering (Votum) dedicated to a deity. By masking
their elite strike unit inside a religious monument and utilizing Sinon to deliver a false oath under
the guise of an abandoned non-combatant suppliant, the Greeks intentionally manipulated the
Trojans' legal and moral obligation to respect sacred property.

The Trojans did not pull the structure into the city due to a failure of military camouflage; they
did so because they believed they were legally and cosmically obligated to accord protection to
an artifact dedicated to Athena. Bypassing defensive walls under the cover of a religious shield
to execute a surprise midnight slaughter constitutes a textbook violation of modern international
jurisprudence.

7.2.2. The Defense’s Case for the Ruse of War

Conversely, the modern defence counsel relies on Article 37, Paragraph 2, which explicitly
protects ruses of war. The defence argues that manoeuvres, misinformation, and the use of
deceptive camouflage are entirely legal instruments of combat, provided they do not violate an
explicit, established covenant of international protection.

The defence demonstrates that the Achaeans did not display a protected humanitarian emblem
(such as the Red Cross, Red Crescent, or a formal flag of truce/white flag) to gain entry into the
city. The Horse was an un-monumented wooden structure left on an active battlefield.

The Achaean fleet's withdrawal to Tenedos was a standard tactical feint designed to simulate a
retreat and exploit the enemy’s lack of military vigilance. The defence asserts that if a modern
military force misinterprets an enemy's abandonment of a position or falls victim to a

11
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psychological operation, the responsibility lies with the command failure of the defending forces,
not with the strategic brilliance of the attacking unit.

7.2.3. The Command Responsibility and the Sack of Ilium

7.3.

Furthermore, modern tribunals expand the scope of the trial to include Article 38 (misuse of
recognized emblems and flags) and the broader doctrine of Command Responsibility. The
prosecution presents documented evidence of the subsequent sack of the city to prove a systemic
breakdown of military discipline.

The immediate execution of King Priam at the altar of Zeus, the systemic slaughter of
surrendering non-combatants, the throwing of the infant Astyanax from the ramparts, and the
forcible deportation and enslavement of the Trojan female population are presented as a
coordinated pattern of systematic war crimes. The prosecution notes that Odysseus, as the
commanding officer of the infiltration unit, completely failed to exercise his command authority
to prevent his forces from committing these atrocities once the gates were breached.

The Verdict Matrix

When these mock trials reach a final adjudication before modern panels of international judges,
the results demonstrate a nuanced, highly consistent split decision that strips the event of its
ancient mythological romance:

e The Deception of the Structure (The Horse): Acquittal (Majority Decisions). The
majority of modern military jurists find that the construction and positioning of the wooden
structure itself constitutes a legitimate tactical ruse and a masterpiece of camouflage. In the
absence of a signed treaty or a misuse of formal humanitarian protection symbols, the
exploitation of religious belief is classified as a permitted form of psychological warfare
under historical battlefield conditions.

e The Actions of Sinon (Feigned Suppliant Status): Conviction for Perfidy (Unanimous
Decisions). Modern courts find that Sinon’s specific, recorded actions—utilizing a
completely fabricated personal identity and feigning the legal status of an abandoned, non-
combatant refugee seeking humanitarian asylum to deliver an operational military ruse—
constitutes a clear, statutory act of perfidy. His actions directly compromised the safety of
real non-combatants, setting an illegal precedent that modern international law is engineered
to prosecute.

e The Sack of Ilium (Command Responsibility): Conviction for War Crimes (Unanimous
Decisions). Odysseus and the Achaean high command are universally convicted under
modern international statutes for the unmitigated violence that followed the breach. The lack
of operational command control, the deliberate targeting of civilian populations, the
destruction of recognized religious sanctuaries, and the execution of surrendering personnel
violate the foundational tenets of the Geneva and Hague Conventions, converting an ancient
heroic victory into a legally actionable atrocity.
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Modern War College Mock Trials: Empirical Briefs and Adjudication Data

When the parameters of the ruse are subjected to contemporary military tribunals—such as the
mock trial series conducted under the auspices of the International Law Department at the
United States Naval War College (Adjudication Case Brief: Prosecution v. Odysseus of Ithaca,
Ref: IHL-Protocol-1-37), the high-level mythological narrative drops away, replaced by the strict
mechanics of International Humanitarian Law (IHL).

7.4.1. The Perfidious Misuse of Protected Status

The contemporary prosecution focuses heavily on the operational deployment of Sinon. Under
Article 37, Paragraph 1(c) of Protocol I Additional to the Geneva Conventions (1977), it is a
statutory war crime to kill, wound, or capture an adversary by resorting to perfidy, specifically
isolating "the feigning of civilian, non-combatant status".

The prosecution’s empirical brief demonstrates that Sinon was intentionally deployed to simulate
the legal status of an abandoned refugee escaping a human sacrifice ritual. By feigning this non-
combatant status to deliver a falsified operational military narrative, Sinon invited the protected
confidence of King Priam. The court found that this calculated manipulation of a humanitarian
category directly caused the subversion of the Trojan defences, resulting in a unanimous
Conviction for Perfidy regarding the operational use of the spy.

7.4.2. The Adjudication of the Structure (The Wooden Horse)

Conversely, the defence successfully isolated the mechanical structure of the Horse under
Article 37, Paragraph 2, which explicitly legalizes ruses of war. The defence brief
demonstrated that the Achaeans did not mark the Horse with an internationally recognized
protective emblem (such as the Red Cross or a formal flag of truce). It carried no statutory visual
protection under the Jus in Bello (laws of war).

The feigned retreat of the fleet to Tenedos was a standard tactical feint designed to mislead an
adversary. The panel of military judges ruled that while the theological narrative surrounding
the Horse was deceptive, the physical object itself was a legitimate work of military
camouflage. Consequently, the Achaeans were achieved an Acquittal on the specific charge of
constructing and hiding troops within the wooden structure, identifying the breach of the walls as
a fundamental failure of Trojan military intelligence and command vigilance.

7.4.3. Systemic Breakdowns: The Sack of Ilium and Command Responsibility

The ultimate conviction before modern tribunals rests on the subsequent "Sack of Ilium" under
the doctrine of Command Responsibility (Article 86/87, Protocol I). The prosecution entered
into evidence the immediate execution of surrendering personnel (the slaughter of Priam), the
targeting of non-combatants, and the systemic pillaging of religious sanctuaries.

The court ruled that even if the initial infiltration via the Horse was technically permissible as a
ruse, the subsequent operations constituted a severe, coordinated pattern of war crimes.
Odysseus, as the commanding officer of the elite infiltration unit, failed to exercise operational
control over his strike team, converting a successful special-forces operation into an illegal act of
state-sponsored terror.
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8. The Nolan Deconstruction: '"Zeus's Law'" and the "Atomic'" Horse

8.1.

8.2.

Christopher Nolan’s 2026 cinematic adaptation, 7he Odyssey, executes what academic media
theory classifies as a "metaphysical decapitation" of the classical text. By completely purging
active, literal deities from the universe, Nolan transforms the Trojan Horse from a celebrated
heroic masterstroke of Metis into a secular, un-absolved war crime that permanently poisons the
psychological landscape of its creator.

The Fabricated Construct of ""Zeus's Law"

To make this secular moral condemnation function within a late Bronze Age setting, Nolan
"shoehorns" a narrative fabrication called ""Zeus’s Law" into the script. Rather than presenting
Xenia as the transactional, pragmatic, and high-risk ancient protocol recorded by classicists, the
film flattens it into a contemporary, horizontal version of the Christian Golden Rule or an early-
modern social contract of absolute mutual human trust.

Nolan portrays the Horse not as a brilliant work of ancient technological intelligence
(Polymechania), but as a "civilisational atom bomb" or an "Oppenheimer Trap"—an
invention born of existential military necessity that permanently breaks the fragile ethical bonds
between societies and inflicts permanent moral injury onto the protagonist. In this "Secular
Sandbox," the sacking of Troy is stripped of its cosmic authority, leaving the protagonist as a
clinically traumatised black-ops veteran suffering from deep tactical guilt and a self-sabotaging
mental loop.

Critical Analysis of Flaws in Nolan’s Cinematic Approach

Nolan's approach gave him the story arc he wanted and the EXCUSE/REASON why his
Oppenheimer Trap could be sprung. However, when analysing Nolan's narrative construct from
a fidelity to the classics and Homer in particular; the primary structural flaw in Nolan’s
approach is the aggressive imposition of a Post-Westphalian and Post-Freudian ego onto
antiquity. By treating Xenia as an egalitarian moral sentiment rather than a highly specific,
ritualized protocol designed precisely because no universal human brotherhood existed, Nolan
traps his characters in an absurd ethical trap. He condemns Odysseus for failing to treat active
wartime enemies with altruistic grace, ignoring the reality that Bronze Age survival dictated total
warfare.

Furthermore, the film's material and production culture reflects modern industrial anxieties rather
than historical reality:

e The Industrialized Monument: The Horse is rendered via CAD-milled aesthetics, featuring
perfectly straight lines, iron-reinforced crossbeams, and industrial tolerances that strip it of its
mythic status as a handcrafted Aegean artifact.

e The Matte-Black ""Batsuits': The Achaean strike team is outfitted in matte-black,
gunmetal-grey polymer armour resembling modern ballistic SWAT gear. This visual choice
codes the heroes as a predatory, modern "black-budget death squad" rather than Bronze Age
warriors pursuing imperishable glory (Kleos).
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e Brutalist Palaces: The production designs replace Mycenaean mudbrick and timber with
polished cast concrete keeps that resemble a luxury brutalist Malibu mansion, creating a
material hypocrisy that contradicts a starving, collapsing society.

Nolan preserves the graphic, commercialized violence of the poem while systematically ripping
out the cosmic and theological authority required to make the hero's actions coherent, leaving the
narrative trapped in a hollow "Nostos Void".

Conclusion: The Verdict of Time

The Trojan Horse was not a war crime under the legal, cultural, or religious standards of its own
era. It was a supreme act of military tradecraft, intellect, and Metis that secured an empire's
survival, ended a catastrophic ten-year deadlock, and restored cosmic balance after a severe
violation of sacred codes.

The modern "prosecution" of the stratagem is the direct result of chronological dislocation—the
artificial imposition of post-1946 international statutory laws and post-Augustinian
psychological guilt onto a ritualized, heroic bronze-age society.

While the Virgilian charge of Perfidia served the immediate imperial and political motives of
Rome, and Christopher Nolan's cinematic deconstruction serves contemporary anti-war
anxieties, the historical and mythic reality remains a celebration of human intellect over brute
force. The Horse did not end civilization through a moral failing; it was a masterpiece of tactical
intelligence that allowed human agency to navigate an uncompromising, dangerous world.
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Appendices

Appendix A: The Character Interior Replacement Matrix

This matrix tracks the systematic replacement of ancient, somatic Aegean psychology with
modern clinical defects in contemporary cinematic interpretations.

Character| Classical Baseline Drivers Nolan Cinematic Alterations

& Interiority
Driven by Kleos and Nostos;
somatic interiority cantered
on the Thumos (breath-
soul).

Post-Freudian cognitive ego
defined by severe combat
trauma and internal moral self-
loathing.

Structural Impact & Breakage

Heroic intelligence is pathologized
into a self-sabotaging mental defect;
becomes a lawless vigilante enforcer.

Penelope

Independent queen
navigating political siege via
autonomous Metis equal to
her husband.

Confined domestic manager;
agency strictly restricted to a
defensive holding action.

Intellectual symmetry
(Homophrosyné) is flattened; she is
reduced to a passive maternal
caretaker.

Athena |Sovereign warrior deity Mute, internalized Olympus is collapsed; divine
enforcing physical, cosmic [psychological projection; a validation evaporates, turning justice
justice across real trauma-induced haunting into unhinged vigilantism.
topography. hallucination.

Sinon Masterful symbol of Innocent Ithacan shepherd boy [Strips the asset of tactical intent to

fabricate a modern narrative of
helpless victimhood.

strategic deception; a highly
resourceful, willing classical
operative.

who is systematically
manipulated, used, and
sacrificed.

Appendix B: The Systemic Inversion of the Four Cardinal Virtues

Contemporary deconstructions execute a total spiritual decapitation by inverting foundational
Aegean values into modern defects.

1. Nostos (Homecoming) vs. Eternal Alienation: The restorative re-establishment of the
oikos is replaced by a contaminated trap. The protagonist is rendered so unfit for peaceful
society that his homecoming turns his palace into a blood-drenched crime scene, resulting
in voluntary, permanent exile into the West.

2. Metis (Strategic Cunning) vs. Clinical Pathology: Once celebrated as the supreme
virtue of practical intellect, cunning is pathologized as a sociopathic, manipulative defect
and a source of toxic self-sabotage that kills the crew.

3. Xenia (Hospitality) vs. Secular Human Trust: The terrifying cosmic code enforced by
Zeus Xenios is flattened into an early-Christian horizontal contract. Deprived of divine
enforcement, the final slaughter devolves from a geographic purge into an unhinged act
of personal distress.

4. Kleos (Imperishable Glory) vs. Toxic Ego: The communal duty to preserve one's
lineage through martial excellence is reframed as empty narcissism, destructive hubris,
and toxic ego requiring moral atonement.
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Appendix C: Operational Comparative Matrix — Geneva Conventions (IHL) vs.
Augustinian Jurisprudence (De Mendacio)

Here is the detailed, comparative operational matrix for Appendix C, mapping the strict
parameters of contemporary International Humanitarian Law (IHL) against the late-antique
theological framework of Saint Augustine.

Operational

Geneva Conventions / Protocol I Additional Augustinian Framework / De Mendacio

Parameter
Core Governing

1977)
Distinction and Structural Utility: Draws a

& Contra Mendacio (c. 395-420 AD)
Absolute Moral Purity: Posits that all lies

Deception Range

legalizes ruses of war, including military
camouflage, mock operations, feigned
retreats, and false intelligence leaks.

Principle rigid statutory line between legal deception  [are inherently sinful, as speech is a sacred
(ruses) and illegal treachery (perfidy) to instrument engineered exclusively to mirror
protect civilian categories. divine truth.

Permissible Broad Tactical Allowance: Explicitly Zero Tolerance: Rejects all categories of

deception. No lie is permissible, even if
deployed to safeguard an innocent life or
secure a state's survival.

Definition of the
Breach

Perfidy (Article 37): Acts that invite the
confidence of an adversary to lead them to
believe they are entitled to protected status
under international law.

Spiritual Treachery: The deliberate
alignment of a false external sign with an
internal intent to deceive, which breaks the
natural bond of human trust.

'Wartime Status

Reciprocal Combatants: Enemies are

Spiritual Souls: Adversaries remain bound

(ICC).

of Adversaries [recognized as lawful combatants entitled to  [by universal moral laws; deceiving an
rights, protections, and the standard execution [enemy stains the soul of the speaker,
of military ruses. regardless of the target's guilt.
The Primary Statutory Crime: Violations trigger individual |Generational Pollution: Deception inflicts
Legal criminal liability, leading to prosecution for [immediate spiritual death (Detrimentum
Consequence war crimes before an international tribunal ~ [4nimae), causing absolute alienation from

divine grace.

Adjudication of
the Trojan Horse

Split/Conditional Verdict: Acquits the
physical structure as a ruse, but convicts the
operative Sinon for perfidy due to feigned

civilian status.

Absolute Condemnation: Convicts the entire
enterprise. The false testaments of Sinon
and Odysseus are categorized as severe sins
of fraudulent counsel.
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