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Ainsworth said she had not planned to dismiss Shul-
Please see FALLOUT — BACK PAGE man although she had caught flak for having an in-
creasingly vocal Glenwood Supporter as her appointee.
“There are some people in the (anti-Glenwood) cam
who had raised some eyebrows,” Ainsworth said. “They
didn’t come out and tell me, ‘Why don’t you fire this
guy?’ or anything obvious. But certainly there was

some concern that my own planning commissioner was

not only taking the other stance but actively campaign-
ing.”

Ainsworth now has the option of replacing Shulman
with Fogel to keep him on the b

oard. If such a switch
takes place, the makeup of the planning commission
would be unchanged.

But she said she had not made up her mind as of late
Monday. She said Fogel needs to be a “3 little more vo-
cal if he were my commissioner. I'd need to work with
him to get that swing vote out,”

Ainsworth said she had no choice but to take a stron,
stance on Glenwood, especially toward the end of the
debate.

“In the election process, the middle
becomes really tenable,” she said.
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Ainsworth did not question Walker’s firing of Fogel,

“That is within Mr, Walker’s rights to do that,” she
said.

But she questioned the timing.
“I frankly feel that there are some people who have
gotten pretty emotional about this election,” she said.

“I thought it would have been better to make any of
these decisions after things cooled down a little.”
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