
“I live a dream in a nightmare world”  
Always Remember That The Cosmic Blueprint Of Your Life  

Was Written In Code Across The Sky At The Moment You Were  
Born.  Decode Your Life By Living It Without Regret or Sorrow.  

- ONE DAY AT A TIME -   

SALVAJES  
THE REAL REASON WHY THERE 

CAN NEVER BE PEACE 
By Joe Ingino BA. Psychology  

Editor/Publisher Central Newspapers  
ACCOMPLISHED WRITER/AUTHOR OF OVER 800 ,000  
Published Columns in Canada and The United States  

  I remember my days as a child in Uruguay, South America.  Living in the city of Montevideo a mod-
ern city as it was and is.   Those in the big city generally were well educated and upheld the social 
norms to a ‘T”.   There was no excuses for failures.  There was no compromise on civic duty and 
responsibility.  People tried real hard to fit in.  To not be different.  As different made you a ‘Salvaje’. 
No one wanted to be a ‘Salvaje’- by definitions: Salvaje - son aquellos que viven en su hábitat natural, 
libres de la intervención humana para su alimentación o protección.  In English:  Those that live in 
their natural habitat, free of human intervention for their food and protection. 
Wow, what a mouthful.   Think this about this.  Back in the day.  We as a homogeneous society lived 
under a strict code governed by the government law and the church.   The culture was one that uni-
fied the country into strong nationalism.  The people did not want to be ‘SALVAJES’.  They strived to 
be productive members of society for the betterment of Self, Family and Country.   Even though we 
doubted religion.  We lived by it’s code.  Even though we may not support the government.  It was 
our government and that elected by the people.  In today’s world.  We have no culture.  If you think 
about the definition of ‘SALVAJE’.  Are we not all become.   We created a jungle of uncivilized beings.  
Survival in a modern culture is as harsh if not more difficult than having to hunt and live in harsh out-
doors.  The mix of different cultures that are less civilized than ours has compromised our standards 
our unity as a nation and turned us into a bunch of SALVAJES. 
Look at the task before Trump in the middle East.  Having to deal with SALVAJES.  Not that they are 
not educated or have national Iranian pride.  But that their culture. Their customs and religions makes 
us obviously different.  Their way of life is as different as those SALVAJES roaming the jungles of 
South America.    This is not to be disrespectful.  But it is a reality.  That North American standards 
have always been much higher.  Our fear of a loving God is what has made us so compassionate 
and accepting to others needs, desires and wants.  Look at the immigration policies both in Canada 
and U.S.  The Iranian peace deal will never be as their definition of peace and ours are not the same.  
We as a civilized beings need to impose our standards as they attempt to impose their religious SAL-
VAJE ways.  I am not saying that Islam is a Salvaje religion. I am saying that some that practice fun-
damentalism within Islam are and this is what is compromising world peace. 
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Canada is making some of the most complex policy decisions in its modern history—on energy, 
defence, infrastructure, and technology—yet the people making those decisions in the House 
of Commons of Canada largely lack one critical form of expertise: engineering. 
Today, out of 340 Members of Parliament, only four can be clearly identified as licensed profes-
sional engineers (P.Eng.). All sit on the government benches. None are in the opposition. That 
is not just an imbalance—it is a structural weakness in how Canada governs itself. 
This is not a partisan issue. It is a national one. 
We are a country built on infrastructure, natural resources, and complex systems. From 
pipelines to power grids, from Arctic sovereignty to defence procurement, Canada’s strategic 
challenges are not abstract—they are technical. They require not only political judgment but a 
disciplined understanding of feasibility, risk, systems integration, and long-term consequences. 
Engineers are trained precisely for this. 
They are taught to solve problems within constraints. They learn to balance cost, performance, 
safety, and time. They are bound by a professional obligation to place public safety and welfare 
above all else. In short, they are trained to think in ways that public policy increasingly 
demands. 
And yet, they are almost entirely absent from Parliament. 
This is not new. During the government of Stephen Harper—a period defined by major debates 
over energy infrastructure, military procurement, and Arctic policy—there was effectively only 
one clearly identifiable licensed engineer in the House. A decade later, despite even greater 
complexity in national decision-making, the situation has barely improved. 
The consequences are visible. 
Canada’s defence procurement system has become synonymous with delay and cost escala-
tion. Major infrastructure projects routinely face overruns and shifting timelines. Energy debates 
are often driven more by rhetoric than by technical clarity. These are not merely political fail-
ures—they are failures of systems thinking. 
Engineering does not replace politics, but it grounds it. 
An engineer in Parliament will ask different questions: Is this technically feasible? What are the 
system dependencies? Where are the failure points? What are the lifecycle costs? These ques-
tions do not end debate—but they elevate it. 
So why are there so few engineers in federal politics? 
Part of the answer lies within the profession itself. Engineers tend to work in environments 
where outcomes are measurable and decisions are evidence-based. Politics, by contrast, often 
operates in ambiguity and rewards persuasion over precision. Many engineers simply choose 
to stay where their skills are more directly applied. 
But part of the responsibility lies with political parties. Candidate recruitment has long favoured 
familiar profiles—lawyers, political staffers, business figures. Engineers are not systematically 
sought out, nor is their value fully appreciated in the legislative process. 
This is a mistake. 
Canada is entering a period defined by technological transformation and geopolitical uncertain-
ty. We are navigating an energy transition while remaining a major energy producer. We are 
modernizing our defence capabilities in an increasingly unstable world. We are confronting 
infrastructure deficits in housing, transportation, and public services. These are engineering 
challenges as much as political ones. 
We do not need a Parliament of engineers. But we do need a Parliament that includes them. 
A more balanced House of Commons—one that brings together legal, economic, social, and 
technical expertise—would be better equipped to govern a country like Canada. It would make 
decisions that are not only politically viable, but technically sound. 
Professional engineers are bound by a code of ethics that prioritizes public safety, sustainabil-
ity, and accountability. At a time when public trust in institutions is under strain, those are not 
qualities we can afford to overlook. 
The numbers speak for themselves. Fewer than a handful of licensed engineers sit in a 
Parliament of 340 members. In 
a country that depends on infra-
structure, innovation, and 
resource development, that is 
not just surprising—it is deeply 
concerning. 
Canada does not lack engineer-
ing talent. It lacks a pathway to 
bring that talent into public life. 
If we are serious about building 
a resilient, secure, and compet-
itive nation, we need to broaden 
who sits at the decision-making 
table. That means encouraging 
engineers—and other technical 
professionals—to step forward. 
It means political parties recog-
nizing the value of technical 
expertise. And it means voters 
understanding that good policy 
is not only about values and 
vision, but seriously dependent 
on timely execution. 
In the end, governing a modern 
country is not unlike designing a 
complex system. It requires 
clarity, discipline, and respect 
for reality. 
Canada would be far better 
served if more of its legislators 
understood that firsthand. 


