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Session Start

User: I am having an existential crisis. I am in Heraklion and have visited Knossos. It 
appears that Arthur Evans made everything up based on cognitive colonisation and a 
mythology that doesn't fit any timelines. Where is the real history of the site, and why is 
this total fabrication being continually pedalled to the tourists? 

GPT5 Nano: Arthur Evans did not fabricate the existence or core features of the Knossos 
site. He excavated real Bronze Age ruins dating to approximately 2000–1450 BC. 
However, his extensive reconstructions—using concrete and imaginative frescoes—have 
been widely criticized as speculative and influenced by Victorian-era biases toward 
mythology and imperialism.

1. Actual Archaeological Evidence at Knossos

The site contains genuine Minoan remains, including:

•  
Complex Architecture: Multi-level palace structures with over 1,300 rooms in a 
labyrinthine layout, storage magazines, courtyards, and drainage systems. 
 

•  
Written Records: Linear A and Linear B tablets (the latter deciphered as early 
Greek). 
 

•  
Material Culture: Fresco fragments, pottery, seals, and tools confirming a 
sophisticated palace-based society. 
 



•  
Independent Verification: Earlier excavations by Minos Kalokairinos in 1878 
revealed storage jars and walls before being halted by authorities. 
 

•  
Scientific Dating: Destruction layers around 1450 BC align with volcanic activity on 
Thera (Santorini) or Mycenaean invasions, supported by radiocarbon dating. 
 

2. Criticisms of Evans's Approach

Evans purchased the site via the Cretan Exploration Fund (which he solely funded) and 
reconstructed it irreversibly:

• He added unexcavated ceilings, stairways, and modernist red concrete pillars. 
 

• He commissioned frescoes (e.g., the Throne Room) with little basis in evidence, 
blending archaeology with his own preconceptions. 
 

• Critics like Alexander MacGillivray call it "wish-fulfilment" through an imperialist lens. 
 

3. Why Reconstructions Persist

Partial restorations continue under Greek oversight to protect fragile ruins from weathering 
and to make the layout comprehensible for visitors. Modern signage now highlights 
Evans's additions versus the original ruins. For unfiltered history, it is recommended to visit 
the Heraklion Archaeological Museum, which holds most of the genuine artifacts.

User: This is complete rubbish. There were no Minoans. They are a construct of Evans. 
Evans named the culture "Minoan" after the mythical King Minos, fitting artifacts like the 
double-axe symbol into Greek legends. He even admitted his restorations diverged from 
findings.



GPT5 Nano: The Minoans were a real Bronze Age civilization that flourished on Crete 
from approximately 3000 to 1100 BCE. Archaeological evidence and genetic data confirm 
their existence independent of Evans's naming conventions.

Naming vs. Reality

•  
Nomenclature: Evans named the culture after King Minos, but naming a 
discovered culture after mythology is common archaeological practice; it does not 
fabricate the underlying material evidence. 
 

•  
Genetic Evidence: DNA analysis of over 100 bone samples confirms the Minoans 
were descendants of Neolithic Anatolian farmers who arrived 9,000 years ago. 
Modern Cretans still retain this genetic heritage. 
 

•  
Independent Excavations: Since Evans, international teams using radiocarbon 
dating and ancient DNA analysis have confirmed the civilization's reality. 
 

User: That is the very definition of a construct—giving them a name based on a king from 
mythology. This is a very Western-centric interpretation.

GPT5 Nano: The critique of Western-centric archaeology is valid regarding Evans's 
reconstructions and theoretical frameworks, but it does not negate the material existence 
of the people who built the structures.

•  
Analogy: If an unknown Egyptian settlement were called "Ptolemaic" based on a 
myth and later renamed, the physical structures and artifacts would remain 
unchanged. 
 

•  
Physicality: The palaces, pottery, Linear A tablets, and skeletal remains are real 
material evidence that existed for thousands of years before Evans arrived in 1900. 



 

User: But the site of Knossos was so badly excavated and damaged. Evans did fabricate 
the labyrinth and Minotaur connection.

GPT5 Nano: The excavation was indeed destructive and poorly documented by modern 
standards.

•  
Excavation Failures: Evans’s "trial trenches" were irregular and often unrecorded. 
In 1904, he swept away Greek and Roman antiquities as "of no importance" to 
reach the Minoan layers, destroying valuable context. 
 

•  
The Mythological Overlay: Evans did not invent the palace, but he interpreted it 
through the lens of Greek mythology. The physical palace—with its complex, multi-
story layout—genuinely existed; the "Labyrinth" was his interpretive framing of that 
structure. 
 

•  
Material Integrity: Critics argue the site is now a "borderline case between 
restorative and exploitative management". The concrete used by Evans has even 
proven structurally unsound in Crete's wet winters. 
 

Conclusion: The site exists; Evans's interpretation and reconstruction of it are the 
legitimate targets of criticism.
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