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JOHN J. SHEA

AFFIDAVIT OF EDWARD J. O’BRIEN

I, Edward J. O’Bnen, do hereby depose and state that:

(1) I am the attorney for the above defendant, John J. Shea,
(2) The defendant’s Motion To Revise And Revoke his sentence was based upon
two grounds The first ground is that the Appeals Court reversed two of the defendant’s
Appeals Court decision affects the Supenor COUE Sentencmg Guldehnes whxch were used
to sentence the defendant. Two con useofa —————

7T 7 dangerous weapon in the commission of the other offenses has been removed. In short, the

effect-of the decision is too reduce the defendant’s sentencing range under the Sentencing
Guidefines.

(3) The second ground for the motion is the fact that the defendant provided
federal authorities with information which led to the conviction of Alfred Trenkler for the
killing of Boston Police Officer Jeremiah Hurley in a Roslindale bombing. I have spoken
to Assistant United States Attorney Paul Kelly and he is willing to appear on Mr. Shea’s
behalf at a hearing on a motion to revise and revoke his sentence to relate Mr. Shea’s
cooperation to this Court.

(4) The defendant’s motion to revise and revoke his sentence is not based upon
his parole status, but on legitimate grounds which, if known at the time of sentencing,
would have been material considerations for reduction in the defendant’s sentence.

Signed under the penalties of perjury, this 17th day of April, 1995.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Edward J. O’Brien, attorney for the defendant, do hereby certify that I have
; served a copy of the foregoing Defendant’s Motion For Reconsideration and Affidavit of

‘ e Edward J. O’Brien in this action by mailing copies thereof, this date, postage prepaid,
f to:

|

‘ John Bradley

: Assistant District Attorney

i P.O. Box 1665

Brocktorn, Ma 02403

b

i Dated: April 18, 1995 Edward J. O’Bgeﬁ




Sheridan L. Kassirer
21 Squirrel Road
Wellesley, MA 02481

July 3, 2008

The Honorable Ryas W. Zobel S
Justice, US District Coust

The District of Massachusetts

1 Courthouse Way

Boston, MA 02210

Dear Judge Zobel:

After studying many of the details recently revealed in the Alfred W. Trenkler case, I
am convinced he is inmocent. 1hope you will see to it that justice prevails and he is released.
1 was foreman of the jury in this case; and 1 am very saddened to learn that much of the
evidence that was presented and accepted by the jury is now highly suspect.

First, the entire notion of the possibility of a “signature” bomb has been largely
discredited over the years. Even if this theory were still extant, however, details now reveaied
indicate that there were very few similarities between the bomb that tragically killed Officer
Hurley and wounded Office Foley and Mr. Trenkler’s previous prank “bomb”. The
Radioshack receipt has pow been disputed as being legitimate and the toggle switch appears
not to have come from Radioshack either. I know as a member of the jury that these facts
played heavily into the decision to convict.

Secondly, it now appears that the testimony of a key witness, Mr. William Lindholm,

is now seriously suspect. Hemosthkclymdhweadmlmﬂnhepmsecmmwmchhe
demedvocnfe.rmslydlmngﬂmmal

Lastly, there have been several unfortunate legal misfires in the case of Mr. Trenkler,
not the least of which, of course, was s use of Mr. Morris Goldings as counsel, who was
later convicted of embezzlement.

Meanwhile, Mr. Trenkler’s co defendant, Mr. Tommy Shay, was released on these
charges.

Surely there is some action that can be taken to address this wrong.

Sincerely yours,
(Mrs.) Sheridan Kassirer

Phone (781} 237-1971 Fax (781) 237-8189 Emall: skassirer@partiers org



