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The following was submitted to The 
Montclarion on Nov. 22. 

To the Editor:

 Governor Corzine has cut Higher 
Education and a great many other worthy 
programs in the name of “balancing the 
budget.”
 Governor-elect Christie is preparing to do 
even more of the same. He is even talking of 
a so-called “fiscal emergency.”
 We should recognize that this is all a 
swindle.
 The New Jersey budget, like that of New 
York, California and all other states, can 
easily be balanced through a progressive 
income tax. That is what should be done.
 Among those people who have some 
understanding of what is going on, who is 
opposed to doing this? Two groups: busi-
nesses and wealthy individuals (These two 
groups are often interrelated).
 Wealthy individuals do not have to make 
use of the publicly-funded facilities like public 
schools and colleges and social welfare pro-
grams that have been cut back. Businesses 
don’t use them at all, in any direct way.
 The owners of the mass media are, of 
course, in both categories: wealthy individu-

als and very large businesses. It is not sur-
prising that they echo the view: “Taxes are 
bad! Don’t raise taxes — cut the budget!”
 Of course they say this! That’s because 
they reflect the interests of the wealthy, not 
that of the vast majority of the population.
 So-called “conservative” and “libertarian” 
political groups are really propagandists for 
these two groups; a fact they do their best to 
hide, of course.
 As for the rest of us: we ought to be 
demanding a much more steeply progressive 
income tax, and an increase in taxes so as to 
(a) balance the budget, while (b) maintain-
ing and, in fact, increasing expenditures for 
programs that benefit the majority of the 
population.
 Propagandists for business interests will 
cry: “But you will drive business out of the 
state!” Nonsense. It is flatly not true.
 But if it were true, then what? Don’t tax 
businesses at all? In that case, a sharply 
progressive income tax on individuals would 
be even more necessary.
 It is clear that a progressive income tax 
and sharply higher taxes are needed to fund 
social programs that serve the vast majority 
of our citizens. This is the case in all social-
welfare industrial states: Canada, Western 
Europe, Australia, etc.

 Higher taxes, meaning, sharply progres-
sive income taxes, mean more freedom, not 
less, for the majority of the population. 
That’s what we need.
 Of course, to get this result, we would 
have to have representatives who are respon-
sive to the needs of those who elect them. We 
would have to have a democracy.
 And we don’t have one. The United States 
is not a democratic country. We live in a plu-
tocracy, with a democratic façade. We live in 
a country whose elected representatives are 
responsive to the very rich.
 It’s fashionable in some quarters to criti-
cize Marxism. This is because Marx and his 
followers got it right. Capitalism is a “dicta-
torship of the capitalists.” It isn’t and cannot 
be a democracy.
 Meanwhile, there are still the examples 
of Canada, Western Europe, Australia, New 
Zealand and all the other major indus-
trial societies. There, high and progressive 
income taxes fund programs that, while far 
from what is really needed, look like para-
dise in comparison to what we Americans 
have.
 Let’s demand a progressive income tax in 
New Jersey.

 What’s the alternative? We are living 

it! We state employees are being “taxed” 
by heavy pay cuts (“furlough” days, pay 
increase deferments).
 Our students are being “taxed” by the 
cutbacks in higher education.
 All working New Jerseyans are being 
“taxed” by the cuts in essential public ser-
vices, which we have all paid for through our 
taxes in the past.
 The union movement, faculty and student 
groups, the higher education community, 
progressive political groups and all of us con-
cerned for the welfare of the working people 
should demand an increase in the income 
tax to stop any cuts in State services; to 
expand those services and to pay for them.
 Anything less is a swindle.

Grover Furr
English Department

Calcia Hall: What’s Wrong with this Picture?
The Neglected Art Building and Facilities Can’t Be Ignored Any Longer

An aca-
demic build-
ing personifies 
the integrity 
and work ethic 
of those who 
inhabit it. 
 How a build-
ing looks and 
“feels” says much 
about how a uni-
versity respects 
those who teach, 
work and learn 
in it.   

 Our campus has many beautiful build-
ings, many of which have lovely landscap-
ing around them to capture the attention of 
those who pass by. 
 One building that does not seem to fit 
into this picture is the decrepit and dilapi-
dated Calcia Hall. 
 Calcia Hall is home to 800 art and design 
students, 30 full-time faculty, many adjuncts 
and other staff. Although “home” to many, 
few feel “at home” in this building, because 
of the lack of attention and failure to main-
tain the facilities. This building is not only 
an eyesore, but most non-art students do not 
even know where Calcia Hall is located.  
 My fellow students, professors and I have 
been asking about when improvements will 
be made; but like in the past years, we have 
been left with no change and no optimistic 
feeling that anything can or will get better. 
Janet Cutler, a professor in the English/
Film program, said the following, “When 
you look at University Hall and then, you 
look at Calcia Hall, don’t you feel like a 
second-class citizen?”
 As a filmmaking major, I spend the major-
ity of my time on campus in Calcia Hall. It 
is my campus “home,” but a person should 
not have to feel utterly ashamed of his or 

her home. As I walk the halls, I see outra-
geous and offensive graffiti on the lockers, 
artwork pinned to plain white walls with 
only thumbtacks and sculptures on the floor 
where there is no protection from those who 
might do damage to them. 
 The building is an embarrassment to the 
art and design community. I find it very 
offensive that students’ work very hard for 
their artwork, yet have it displayed with 
such disrespect on the floor because there is 
no room anywhere else. 
 Art and 
design students 
pay many hun-
dreds of dollars 
in studio fees 
and lab fees, 
in addition to 
the more than 
$10,000 for 
tuition. I think 
it is beyond 

LUCY ROBINSON

COLUMNIST

ridiculous that in this recession we are 
expected to pay so much money in lab fees, 
yet we still have to pay for our own equip-
ment and materials needed for class. I have 
recently found out that our lab fees are 
being used for maintenance and equipment 
repairs. This is extremely unreasonable. 
 Students are paying lab fees, which 
should be used to pay for our materials and 
our studio rentals. Montclair State is using 
our money for upkeep. The university should 
provide such supplies. If you look at another 
department, like English, they have fully 
functional classrooms, yet we are forced to 
improvise. 
 Catherine Bebout,  director of printmak-
ing, said “When equipment breaks down, 
often due to a lack of maintenance, we are 
forced to use our lab fees, so students are 
essentially forced to pay for what should be 
part of the basic operation covered by tuition. 
I find this very offensive.”

“I think it is beyond ridiculous that in 

this recession we are expected to pay so 

much money in lab fees, yet we still have 

to pay for our own equipment ... ” 

 Lucy Robinson, a filmmaking major, is in her sec-

ond year as a staff writer for The Montclarion.

 Why should students have to pay for 
things that are not maintained properly by 
the university? Shouldn’t we be able to rely 
on the administrators in charge of our pro-
grams to take care of the equipment that is 
essential to our education?               
 “Maintenance is horrendous,” said Klaus 
Schnitzer, director of photography. Other 
students at Montclair are able to study and 
work in rooms that are well maintained and 
where the temperature is reasonable. They 
don’t have to worry about walking into rooms 

where the tem-
perature is 
often freezing 
or broiling, as 
we do. In pho-
tography and 
printmaking 
classes, water 
temperature 
is extremely 
important. 

 Bob Browning, director of metalwork/
jewelry, said, “The water temperature is so 
out of control that water has either frozen or 
gotten so hot we could not work. This is an 
area where we must be able to control our 
water temperature. It is vital, because we 
are working with chemicals, power washers, 
machines and other equipment that need 
constant water temperatures for safety rea-
sons.”
 Along with the horrible maintenance 
issues, other problems exist in our studios. 
There is no one person in charge of all the 
cages and studios for photo, film, ceram-
ics, jewelry, printmaking and sculpture. 
These cages are where you rent equipment. 
Students are forced to run these cages with 
no aid from a manager when there is a prob-
lem with broken equipment. 
 Some of this equipment costs thousands of 
dollars and students are left with the stress 
and personal responsibility when they rent 

it. It seems only reasonable to think that a 
professional would be in charge to help man-
age these areas. We have classes all week 
from all different hours of the day and to 
have our hours for these studios cut to only 
20 hours a week only seems foolish. How 
can the university expect its art and design 
students to fully accomplish their work with 
such unreasonable time constraints?
 After interviewing various faculty mem-
bers about the issues with Calcia Hall, I had 
a meeting with Associate Dean of the School 
of the Arts Ronald Sharps, and Dean of 
Students Rose Mary Howell. While I entered 
the meeting with high hopes for positive 
changes and open minds, I left disappointed 
(In fairness, after the meeting, the walls in 
the buildings were painted to remove the 
graffiti, but students’ artwork was removed 
and has not been recovered). 
 The response I received from Dean Sharps 
was extremely discouraging and honestly, 
offensive: “You guys [students in Calcia 
Hall] are not a priority … No one is going to 
have sympathy for you because we just built 
the music building and also recently built 
the Kasser Theater.”    
 I explained to him that I was not talking 
about the entire art department, I was refer-
ring to the building of Calcia Hall. 
 We want, but more importantly, we need 
change. If you agree, I urge you to speak up. 
The Montclair State community has come 
together before when it has faced challenges 
and injustice. The needed changes will ben-
efit not only the art and design community, 
but demonstrate that the school stands by 
the its word when it says that a Montclair 
education is one of high quality.


