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- CONCLUSIONS -

\/ any other questions could be formulated, although one is
M essential: is this relevant? How relevant is the battle of Waterloo
today?

This publication tried and answer to this question positively. Butif there
is one thing all educators know, and the first thing students should learn
from history, that would be: we need to question, always, all information
we receive. So, do question our conclusions, and ask your students: are
you sure Waterloo is relevant?

And, most importantly, how can we talk about Waterloo, and the past,
in a way that goes beyond erudition and tells us something about today?

The past is a present we can benefit from only with an open mind and
the willingness to always question our convictions.
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