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The article at hand addresses Herodotus that is recognized as land that never ceased to astonish as well as inspire admiration. On the same note, the aforementioned land is considered strange because it had strange plants as well as animals not forgetting eccentric geography. On the same note, the land is regarded as a place of prodigious architectural achievements (Lloyd 81). With that said, the source covers a building that played a critical role in exciting the greatest enthusiasm that revealed the Pyramids. It is unfortunate that Labyrinth no longer survives and many investigators owe it classical sources as well as archaeological excavation that has a substantial knowledge relating to the building. In simple terms, the article covers Egyptian Labyrinth, which is an important monument for classical as well as archaeological purposes.
It is noteworthy that the article at hand presents three sources that depict evidence about the Egyptian Labyrinth. The sources are divided into three categories that deal with different challenges arising in connection with the Labyrinth. The aforementioned sources include literary sources, archaeological excavation, as well as extensive knowledge of Egyptian architectural practice (Lloyd 82). However, the literature sources used by the author to back his claims and present his argument present some difficult challenges of lexicography as well as interpretation. On the same note, the archaeological information was published in excavation reports that are not easily accessible to every individual. The third source plays a vital role in detailing exposition out of the question. Therefore, a person should handle relevant factors of Egyptian architectural practice when it is possible to utilize such information. 
The author is dealing with and addressing as well as presenting a deeper issue in this article. As a matter of fact, the main idea of this material indicates that various attempts have been made to establish an overall picture as well as it can be questioned whether another study of the topic is likely to be of much value. It is important to note that there are some good reasons for a re-examination of the information presented in this source. In particular, various scholars have discussed a number of factors pertaining to the subject. In addition, the article addresses the standard reconstruction of the building. However, according to Michałowski (220), this aspect requires correction in different respects because of inadequate knowledge of classical languages. On the same note, the reason for handling this topic is the fact that the Labyrinth still contributes to a substantial difficulty to a number of investigators. Some scholars make untenable suggestions that the Labyrinth was a Pyramid City and this needs considerable research (Lloyd 90). Specifically, the aforementioned circumstances indicate that the subject at hand requires an airing as well as people who can turn up with complete justification to a detailed discussion of the presented Egyptological challenge. Therefore, the author addresses a deeper issue that requires deeper research to justify the claims he is making regarding the existence of the Egyptian Labyrinth.

The fundamental thesis of the article is to address a building that took part in exciting the greatest enthusiasm that played a role in revealing the Pyramids. In particular, the aforementioned building is considered as a classical as well as archaeological excavation that provides considerable data to different scholars. In spite of the fact that the building does not exist, it is an important archaeological source in the modern world. 
The author claims that the subject matter in this article has not been covered fully in the existing scholarly materials. In particular, the investigator maintains that there is a considerable need for re-examining of the data pertaining to the Egyptian Labyrinth. Despite the fact that a number of factors have been discussed in different platforms, no extensive treatment in any language has been offered about the topic in question. Furthermore, the author claims that the standard reconstruction of the building under review requires substantial correction in various significant aspects. The reason is the prevalence of inadequate knowledge of classical languages. On the same note, a number of scholars have failed to provide adequate considerations to the facts of Egyptian architectural practice. 
On the same note, the author claims that the building in hand contributes to a substantial difficulty to a number of investigators. Therefore, it is considered a good avenue for research. Research indicates that it has been impossible for many scholars to make an untenable suggestion that the building was a Pyramid city (Lloyd 90). Simply put, the aforementioned claims back the thesis directly. It is clear that the subject in question requires an airing as well as people can turn with complete justification to a comprehensive discussion of the vexed; however, interesting Egyptological issue. 
The author uses various pieces of evidence to explain the thesis at hand. In particular, the author indicates that there exist six classical writers who handle the Labyrinth. On the same note, the investigator offers literal translations of the relevant texts in chronological order. Additionally, the author indicates that Lepsius determined the Labyrinth and Petrie confirmed it. In fact, the building was constructed on an open desert ground with the result that not even the lines of a sand substratum were prevalent to assist in the reconstruction of the ground plan. 

In addition, the site had been quarried for stone as well as the last traces of super-structure removed. The article indicates that the superficies of the building at hand was covered by masses of limestone chips and considerable fragments of sandstone not forgetting limestone that lay in turn upon a sand or beton bed of the aforementioned proportions that it must have served as the base of the building. 
The article presents the fallacy of generalization. For example, the sources provided offer general information about the building being discussed. In fact, the literature provides factual as well as detailed information concerning the existence of theEgyptian Labyrinth. On the same note, the other offers general evidence about the prevalence of the building. In spite of the fact that the article gives some evidence, it is unfortunate that the pieces of evidence generalize the existence of the building at hand. Therefore, one might conclude that the prevalence of the building is a fallacy. However, it is noteworthy that the other sources exist, which offer detailed information concerning the building and its existence. 
It is important to understand that the information in this article is organized in a chronological manner. In this case, the data is organized in a straightforward way and readers are in a position to grasp the concept of starting at the earliest historical event as well as progressing toward the most recent. For example, this is experienced when the author provides the sources. Specifically, the sources are organized from the earliest to the most recent. Notably, this is an excellent organization strategy because it helps the readers to examine the change of events over time. In addition, this method shows the way the events in the place, as well as those surrounding the building, have changed over time. 

On the same note, the chronological order used to organize this paper is significant because the exact order in which activities surrounding the building happened assists the readers to comprehend the cause as well as the effect of the events. Furthermore, the chronological organization helps the learners to understand the arguments presented in this article. In simple terms, individuals are in a position to comprehend the reason the events unfold in the way they do and the way they are related. 

[bookmark: _GoBack]The author leaves the readers with a question on whether the provided resources and evidence offer enough information about the existence of the Egyptian Labyrinth. The reason is that the information given is general and sometimes considered a fallacy. Therefore, one is forced to look for more resources to determine whether the aforementioned building existed or not. On the same note, the arguments given in the article pose some questions that need further study to get adequate answers.
It is clear that the author leaves an open paper that can be responded to. In this case, individuals can give counter-arguments pertaining to the information provided in the article. For instance, one can argue that the Egyptian Labyrinth does not exist because not enough evidence exists to prove that claim. In simple terms, the article welcomes various responses and arguments. 
Overall, in spite of the fact that the paper did not provide counter-arguments, the paper is open for individuals to provide their responses on the same issue. For instance, in case a person is not contented with the presented information, he or she can provide his or her counter-argument by giving enough resources and evidence relating to the non-existence of the Egyptian Labyrinth. However, the article at hand provides effective information pertaining to the existence of the building in question. The author has done a commendable job in offering various resources and pieces of evidence to show that the Egyptian Labyrinth existed. In addition, the article indicates that Labyrinth no longer survives; nevertheless, many investigators owe it classical sources as well as archaeological excavation that has knowledge relating to the building (Armayor 34). In simple terms, the article is an important source for research that explores the existence of the Egyptian Labyrinth. 
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