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FACTS SHOWING THE COMPLETE INNOCENCE OF ALFRED TRENKLER, AND TOTAL NON-INVOLVEMENT WITH THE "ROSLINDALE BOMB". 

1. Non-violent character. Alfred Trenkler has never physically hurt a person in his life.

2. No physical evidence. As Chief Judge of the Court of Appeals for the First Circuit, Juan Torruella, said in his 1995 dissent in the court's denial of Alfred Trenkler's appeal, "...there is absolutely no physical evidence tying Trenkler to the bombing." When the BATF (Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms) and police searched Alfred Trenkler's apartment, office and parents' garage and Alfred's car on 5 and 6 November 1991, and again on 31 January 1992, and searched Alfred's job site(s), nothing was found that related to bombmaking.
3. No credible motive. There was no credible motive for Alfred Trenkler to build a deadly bomb for Thomas A. Shay.  Alfred Trenkler neither needed nor received money nor any meaningful friendship from Thomas A. Shay.

4.  The 1986 artillery simulator. Alfred Trenkler has helped friends many times, and in 1986 helped the wife of a long-time Milton friend, who sought to momentarily frighten her former boss in 1986.  Alfred attached a switch, battery and a $20 remote control receiver with a fifty foot range to a military M-21 Artillery Simulator she provided, but he has never built anything like a bomb capable of hurting anyone.  That 1986 device, with the power of two or three "M-80" firecrackers, ignited on 1 September 1986 in Quincy, Mass., with no observable damage to the former boss's vehicle and no bodily harm.  The criminal case against Alfred was dismissed by the state court one year later, as it was realized by the prosecutor that the incident was essentially a prank that had "gone too far" to use Alfred's own words.
5. 1986 and 1991: not by same person.  The "Roslindale bomb" was significantly different from the 1986 device that Alfred assembled.  The claim by the BATF that the devices were by the same builder or designer is false.  The data in the BATF's EXIS database did not show conclusive similarity, but rather basic generic similarities common to almost any electronic receiver and glossed over the glaring differences between Alfred's harmless 1986 prank and the "Roslindale bomb."  The First Circuit Court of Appeals ruled that such EXIS evidence should not have been introduced at Alfred Trenkler's trial; but then said that it was harmless error.  Chief Judge Juan Torruella put it more strongly in his dissent when he wrote that the erroneous introduction of the information from the EXIS database was not harmless error, but was sufficiently serious, together with other problems with the trial, to warrant a retrial for Alfred Trenkler. He stated, "equating the two devices is like equating a BB gun with a high caliber rifle."
6. Source of "Roslindale bomb" switch. The toggle switch in the 1991 "Roslindale Bomb" did not come exclusively from Radio Shack. The prosecutor represented to the jury that the switch in the "Roslindale Bomb" was purchased by Thomas A. Shay at a Radio Shack store in Boston on 18 October 1991,that was across the street from the Christian Science Church where Alfred Trenkler had a large ongoing contract to install a communications microwave antenna.  Tandy Corporation, the parent corporation of Radio Shack does not have a corporate record of the claimed receipt for 18 October 1991 for a #275-602 toggle switch, lightbulb socket, 2 plastic project boxes and an AA battery holder for 4 AA batteries. (Only the toggle switch was claimed to have been used in the "Roslindale Bomb.") Although the BATF had photographs of the toggle switch's contact remains used in the '91 device, they were not shown to the jury and were not made available to Trenkler's defense team; and were not compared at the trial to the Radio Shack switch.  Also, the jury was not told that the contacts could just as easily have come from another Radio Shack package, a #275-322, or it could have come from another distributor of the switch which was made in China.
Along with other evidence in the case, these contacts were destroyed by the U.S. Government in October, 2005 or February, 2006.
7. No fingerprints. During the initial hours of the investigation into the 1991 "Roslindale Bomb", police obtained 17 fingerprints from Thomas L. Shay's car where the bomb had been allegedly placed before it fell off. Five of the prints were from underneath the car.  Those fingerprints may have come from the hands that placed the bomb, if the bomb was ever actually attached to Mr. Shay's car; but none of those fingerprints belonged to Thomas A. Shay or Alfred W. Trenkler.      In July, 2009 an additional fingerprint report became available through a FOIA (Freedom of Information Act) request, and that report stated that there were 24 fingerprints and none of them belonged to Thomas A. Shay or Alfred W. Trenkler.
8. Inconsistent story.  Mr. Thomas L. Shay's explanation of the events leading up to the explosion were "inconsistent", and "largely unbelievable" according to a recently discovered BATF document of March 1992.  Given the absence of any chemical trace of dynamite underneath Thomas L. Shay's car, and the inability of the device to fit in the small space underneath the car, it's possible that the "Roslindale Bomb" was never placed underneath the car in the first place.  When Boston police came to Thomas L. Shay's house, the bomb was under a used car in the back of his driveway behind a large box type cargo van allegedly placed there by Thomas L. Shay some 24 hours earlier after allegedly falling off Thomas L. Shay's car.  Thomas L. Shay told police that prior to hiding the bomb he had thrown it against the side of his house, and then later threw the bomb in the back of his yard.  (Thomas L. Shay's testimony at Alfred's trial conflicted with the statement regarding the throwing of the device, but several policemen confirmed that he said it.)
9. The minimal Trenkler/Thomas A. Shay acquaintance.  Following a late night service call at one of Alfred Trenkler's tow truck clients on Boylston Street in Boston, Alfred stopped at a "White Hen Pantry" convenience store on the way home where Alfred met Thomas A. Shay in June of 1991.  Shay was asking people for a ride to Dorchester, a section of Boston which Alfred was going to be passing through to get to his home in Quincy.  Since Shay's destination appeared to be on the way, Alfred offered to give Thomas A. Shay a ride.


On the way, Tom Shay stated he suddenly remembered that he could not yet go home because his father was having some kind of get-together which he, Thomas A. Shay, was not welcome to join.  This revelation combined with the late hour, 2:45 a.m., and the fact that it was raining, led Alfred - and against his better judgment - to let Tom Shay stay at his apartment until 6:15 a.m. when Alfred had to leave with his business partner, Richard Brown, for a 7 a.m. meeting in Holbrook. Subsequently, Alfred met Thomas A. Shay only a few times and each time by accident.


The last time that Alfred saw Tom Shay was in August 1991 where he lied to Alfred about an alleged friend at a local radio station (WBCN) that was seeking a company for antenna work in a ruse to get a phone number tied to Alfred.  Alfred gave Tom Shay a business card with Alfred's voice mail phone number which, when called, paged Alfred's pager.  When Tom Shay started calling Alfred's pager, and left a number of nonsense pages, Alfred called Shay once, and only once.  Alfred called him to tell him how mad he was that Shay lied about the radio station just to get Alfred's voice mail, and that Alfred would not return any of Tom Shay's voice mail messages.

   Contrary to inflammatory press reports, Alfred Trenkler had absolutely no sexual relationship with Thomas A. Shay, and thus was not his "lover." Even Judge Zobel admonished Assistant U.S. Attorney Paul Kelly that all the Government proved was a "relatively slim relationship between Shay and Trenkler."


In a letter to Alfred's parents in 2001, Thomas A. Shay wrote, "I will do whatever in my power to help show that Al is innocent. Though Al and I were just acquaintances, we weren't really friends. He is my co-defendant and he is innocent." (This statement conflicts with Thomas A. Shay's videotaped statements to Channel 56 TV Newsperson, Karen Marinella about the role of Alfred Trenkler.  The videotape was played at Alfred Trenkler's trial.)

    In an August 2006 interview with the Patriot Ledger, Tom Shay strongly proclaimed Alfred Trenkler's innocence. Since then, Thomas A. Shay has tried to disavow his own 1998 guilty plea and he has made several additional statements in support of Alfred's innocence.

10. Unreliable testimony of inmate informant who was rewarded by Government.  The testimony at Alfred Trenkler's trial by David Lindholm which claimed that Alfred Trenkler admitted his involvement in the "Roslindale Bomb" was totally false. Lindholm was placed in the orientation unit with Alfred Trenkler in Plymouth County House of Correction for five days in 1992, 17-21 December.  The orientation unit was a 40-foot by 30-foot room with 45 people in it and Lindholm's arrival in that unit may have been arranged with the specific goal of extracting information from Alfred Trenkler.   

While Lindholm may have lived in Milton for a time, his representations to Alfred that they and their families shared educational backgrounds were false, as was Lindholm's claim to have lived on Alfred's street.  Chief Judge Juan Torruella was correctly skeptical, in his 1995 dissent the 2-1 appellate opinion, of Lindblom's jailhouse snitch testimony.  His doubts arose even without knowing what was subsequently learned, which was that Lindholm's claim about his father's schooling at both Milton Academy and Thayer Academy were completely false, as was his claim of living on Alfred's street in Milton.  It has recently been learned that Lindholm's father went to Moses Brown School in Providence.

Chief Judge Torruella said skeptically, of Lindholm's denial at the trial that there was an agreement of a reduced sentence in return for his testimony, that a "juror might wonder what Lindholm got in return."  Only two weeks after the issuance of the First Circuit's opinion, the Boston Globe reported on 1 August 1995 that David Lindholm had been "reportedly released" from Federal prison on 30 September 1994, only 42 months [3 years, 6 months] into a 97 month [8-years, 1-month] sentence.  That's a reduction of 55 months or 62%. 

The actual release date was fully ten weeks before the 6 December 1994 oral argument before the First Circuit Court of Appeals.  It appears that nothing was said to the three appellate judges about the release, and not to Alfred's attorneys, even though Lindholm's motivation for his testimony was a critical part of the appeal.  The Government, having already asked Judge Douglas Woodlock to release Lindholm, which led to his September 1994 freedom, did not volunteer this information to any party.  It is not known how or when the information was finally released to the media, and hence input into the Boston Globe's 1 August 1995 story. 

In his closing presentation to the jury on 22 November 1993, Assistant U.S. Attorney Frank Libby said to the jury, "He's received no promises, no rewards, no inducements for coming forward, and he will not ask for any in the future." (emphasis added).  Five months later, on 1 April 1994, Lindholm's attorney asked for a reduction in his 97 month sentence, and three months later the U.S. Attorney's office requested a 24 month reduction in that sentence. 


Chief Judge Torruella's skeptical opinion was also before the 22 April 1998 affidavit by John J. Bowden which stated that David Lindholm had admitted to him that his testimony against Alfred Trenkler was false.  By making this affidavit, Bowden had nothing to gain, as compared to Lindholm, who was apparently rewarded with a reduced sentence for his testimony.


Chief Judge Torruella stated that the "majority relied most heavily on the testimony of David Lindholm," in sustaining Alfred Trenkler's conviction.  Again, it seems clear that the three judges did not know of Lindholm's release 10 weeks previous.  
11. Hardworking businessman.  Alfred Trenkler was a successful entrepreneur, with a government security clearance, building his electronics and antenna installation service.  In 1991, he had a business partner and had absolutely no interest in doing anything to jeopardize his career.  Some of his work was in support of public safety customers, including the Boston Police Department, Boston Fire Department and Quincy Civil Defense. 
12. Lie detector test.  When BATF investigators first talked with him, Alfred offered to take a lie-detector test, and such a test was scheduled for 7 November 1991.  However, Alfred was advised by his lawyer at the time, not to take the test, so it was canceled. 
13. Not testify at trial, but pre-sentencing statement proclaimed innocence. Alfred's biggest mistake at his November 1993 trial was to accept his attorney's recommendation that he not testify in his own defense.  He did, however, make an eloquent presentation at his 8 March 1994 sentencing when he firmly proclaimed his innocence.  Everything he said then remains as correct and truthful now as it was then. His explanation of his minimal relationship to Thomas A. Shay and his explanation of his whereabouts in the Fall of 1991 are consistent with verifiable fact. This consistency compares to the many inconsistencies and implausibility in the Government's case.
14. Alternate suspects. There were several alternate suspects for the creator of the "Roslindale Bomb" and the U.S. Attorney's office and the BATF Bureau chose not to investigate them further.  Of the alternate suspects listed here, only Mr. Thomas A. Shay was listed by the BATF in early 1992 as one of the three primary suspects, with the other two being Thomas A. Shay and Alfred W. Trenkler.


A. Thomas L. Shay, the father of Thomas A. Shay.  He may have been motivated to show that he was being threatened by others.  He had a proven motive to demonstrate that someone was actually trying to kill him and had, on over 50 occasions, told psychologists he was convinced that Jeffery Berry and Richard Giammarco were going to kill him, and had even predicted in the Fall of 1991 that an explosive device was going to be stuck under the seat of his car. 

B. Arthur Shay, Thomas L. Shay's older brother.  He was thought to have had training in explosives in Vietnam and in 1991 was a member of the National Guard in Revere, Mass.


C. Richard D.J. Giammarco.  He knew Thomas L. Shay through business relationships, and failed a lie detector test when he was asked about the "Roslindale Bomb."  In 1991, Thomas L. Shay had a pending lawsuit against Giammarco and Jeffery Berry. 

D. Jeffery Berry, Richard Giammarco's business partner.


E. Ian Medoff.  The BATF interviewed Medoff for allegedly providing the dynamite for the "Roslindale Bomb," which appeared to lead him to temporarily leave the state of Massachusetts.  Medoff had spent some time in jail and was thought to have been a fugitive from charges of firearms violations in Maine. 


F.  Dennis Owen, allegedly an acquaintance of Thomas A. Shay.  He was arrested on 8 June 1992 for making threatening statements to the police during a search of his home in which were found three explosive devices, but without the explosives. Owen was quoted as saying to the police, "I'll make a bomb better than the one I did for Shay." (Boston Globe 9 June 1992.)  In an unusual deviation from standard practice, Assistant U.S. Attorney Paul Kelly joined the search at Owen's home for several hours. The followup Boston Globe article on 10 June 1992 noted, "It is unusual for a federal prosecutor to appear at a crime scene being handled by local police unless there is intense federal interest."

15. Trenkler's voluntary public safety service. Alfred Trenkler had worked as a volunteer with public safety organizations, including the Red Cross.

