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July 22, 1916 Preparedness Day Parade bomb explodes at 2:06 pm at Market and Steuart Streets, 
killing ten people and injuring forty more. Warren Billings arrested July 26 and Tom and 
Rena Mooney arrested July 27. Warrantless searches and interrogations without access 
to counsel follow. 

Aug. 1 SF grand jury convenes and on the same day returns separate indictments for eight 
murders by each of the Mooneys, Billings, Israel Weinberg and Edward Nolan. 

Sept. 11 Billings trial on one indictment begins before Judge Frank Dunne. Assistant DA James 
Brennan for prosecution, Maxwell McNutt for defense. Key witnesses place Billings at 
721 Market Street with satchel; John McDonald changes testimony to place Billings and 
Mooney at bomb scene. Billings found guilty of murder Sept. 23 and on Oct. 7 sentenced 
to life imprisonment. Motion for new trial made and denied. Appeal taken. 

Jan. 3, 1917 Tom Mooney trial on one indictment begins before Judge Franklin Griffin. DA Charles 
Fickert and assistant DA Edward Cunha/or prosecution, McNutt and NY legislator and 
civil litigator W Bourke Cockran/or defense. Defense presents Wade Hamilton 
photographs placing Mooneys at 973 Market Street at 2:01 pm. Without notice to 
defense, Frank Oxman emerges as key witness who places four of the defendants at the 
crime scene with a suitcase, Mooney saying "the bulls may be here any moment." 
Mooney found guilty of murder February 9. Motion for new trial made and denied; 
sentenced to hang February 24. Appeal taken. 

Spring In April, Fremont Older of San Francisco Bulletin publishes letter by which Oxman 
attempted to suborn perjured testimony by Ed Rigali. Judge Griffin calls for new trial. 
California attorney general U.S. Webb consents to granting of new trial motion. 

l. People v. Mooney, 175 Cal. 666 (1917) (per curiam) ( consent by attorney general to new trial 
would not be considered by the court, in absence of application or motion by either prosecution or 
defense). 

2. People v. Billings, 34 Cal. App. 549 ( 191 7) (per curiam) (affirming denial of new trial motion, 
the "newly discovered evidence" being insufficient); petition for hearing before Supreme Court 
denied. 

3. People v. Mooney, 176 Cal. 105 ( 1917) (per curiam) ( denying motion for reversal of judgment 
based on attorney general's consent) (appellate jurisdiction in capital cases limited to "questions 
oflaw alone" (1911 Cal. Const. art. VI, section 4), and here is based "solely" on whether trial 
court committed errors of law; remedy in case of newly discovered evidence "rests with the 
executive"). 

1917 Rena Mooney tried on one indictment June-July 1917, acquitted. Israel Weinberg tried 
on one indictment October 1917, acquitted. More evidence emerges of perjury and 



subornation of perjury by the Mooney and Billings trial witnesses, and of prosecutorial 
misconduct. Oxman is indicted but the case is dismissed October 1917. Edward Nolan is 
never tried and is eventually released from custody, as are Rena Mooney and Weinberg. 
Prosecution attempts to dismiss remaining indictments but Billings and Mooney object, 
preserving their opportunities for further trials. 

4. People v. Mooney, 177 Cal. 642 (1918) (per curiam) (affirming denial of new trial motion; 
evidence held sufficient to reach the jury). 

5. People v. Mooney, 178 Cal. 525 (1918) (per curiam) (denying certificate of probable cause for 
reversing denial of motion to set aside judgment based on alleged prosecutorial misconduct). The 
motion is in nature of application for a writ coram nobis, which will not be entertained where 
statutes provide for motions for new trial and for appeal; "a judgment cannot be set aside because 
it is predicated upon perjured testimony." "[T]f newly discovered evidence is too late in its 
production," "the defendant ... is without remedy"). Certiorari denied, 248 U.S. 579 (1918). 
(Justice Victor E. Shaw, who took part in this decision, recalled in 1929: "Mooney was in ill 
repute on account of his anarchistic activities, and the public demanded a conviction. ") 

Nov. 22, 1918 United States Department of Labor solicitor John Densmore releases report based on 
federal wiretaps of SF DA office, evidencing Fickert 's subornation of perjury by 
witnesses in Rena Mooney case along with other misconduct. 

Nov. 28, 1918 After urging from President Woodrow Wilson (following investigation by a labor 
mediation commission advised by Prof Felix Franlifurter), and two weeks before the 
scheduled hanging, Governor William D. Stephens (1917-1923) commutes Mooney's 
death sentence to life imprisonment. 

May 1921 Mooney applies for a writ audita querela in SF Superior Court; Judge Harold 
Louderback rules the writ is not available in California. Appeal taken from his denial, 
but discontinued in favor of pardon efforts. 

1930 

Successive pardon applications to Governors Friend Richardson (1923-1927), CC 
Young (1927-1931), James Rolph (1931-1934) and Frank Merriam (1934-1939) are not 
granted. Young offers parole to Mooney, but he insists on pardon or new trial. 

Separate applications of Mooney and Billings to California Supreme Court for 
recommendation of pardon are denied; in each case Justice William Langdon dissents. 
Among other points, the Court notes that if Billings did not commit the crimes, he and 
Mooney likely knew who did: 

It is fairly inferable from his past and present affiliations that 
Warren K. Billings was familiar with the plot and plans of this 
group of his most intimate associates, and this being so it is an 
almost irresistible conclusion that if Warren K. Billings did not 
himself prepare and plant the deadly time bomb of the 
Preparedness Day disaster, he and his intimate associates and 
co-defendant, Mooney, know and have always, both before and 
since the occurrence of that tragedy, known who did prepare and 
p lant that bomb, and the deadly purpose for which it was 
prepared and planted. Yet there has never come from the lips of 
either of these defendants, or from out the inner circle of their 
associates, the slightest tangible hint or aid to the public officials 
as to anyone else which might lead to a discovery of the real 
perpetrators of this revolting crime, if these two defendants were 
not the guilty ones ... 



1932 President Herbert Hoover's National Commission on Law Observance and Enforcement, 
led by former Attorney General George Wickersham, investigates the cases but makes no 
official report on them. Release of the "suppressed" internal report on the cases is 
authorized by US. Senate resolution. 

6. Mooney v. Superior Court, 130 Cal.App. 521 (1933) (per curiam) (denying petition for writ of 
mandate to require appearance of Mooney in court; defendant who is represented by counsel is 
not entitled to be present at hearing setting the trial date) . 

1933 Trial on last Mooney indictment in San Francisco Superior Court; Judge Louis Ward 
instructed jury to return a verdict of not guilty. 

7. Mooney v. Holohan, 7 F.Supp. 385 (N.D. Cal. 1934) (St. Sure, J.) (denying petition for federal 
writ of habeas corpus, which cannot be considered until application has been made for a state 
court writ of habeas corpus and all state court appeals exhausted). 

8. In re Mooney, 72 F.2d 503 (9th Cir. 1934) (Sawtelle, J.) (denying certificate of probable cause for 
appeal of denial of federal writ of habeas corpus; questions of perjury, subornation and 
prosecutorial misconduct were fully heard by state court). 

9. Mooney v. Holohan, 294 U.S. 103 (1935) (per curiam) (denying leave to file petition for federal 
writ of habeas corpus, without prejudice). Due process cannot be satisfied " if a state has 
contrived a conviction through the pretense of a trial which in truth is but used as a means of 
depriving a defendant of liberty through a deliberate deception of court and jury by the 
presentation of testimony known to be perjured." But a state court writ of habeas corpus can 
provide the needed remedy, and that writ has not yet been pursued in this case. 

1935 Mooney's application for state court writ of habeas corpus is denied in Marin County 
Superior Court. 

10. In re Mooney, 6 Cal.App.2d 730 (1935) (Tyler, J.) (denying application for state court writ of 
habeas corpus; such a writ would contradict a binding decision of the California Supreme Court); 
Cashin, J. , dissenting. 

1935 Mooney applies to California Supreme Court for state court writ a/habeas corpus; Court 
grants writ and appoints A.E. Shaw as referee. 

11. Ex parte Mooney, 10 Cal.2d 1 (1937) (per curiam) (discharging writ of habeas corpus; 85-page 
opinion reviews testimony and alleged perjury, subornation and prosecutorial misconduct, and 
concludes that the petitioner has not met his burden); Langdon, J. , dissenting; cert. denied sub 
nom. Mooney v. Smith, 305 U.S. 598 (1937) (Black & Reed, JJ. , dissenting from denial). 

1938 California State Assembly passes resolution favoring Mooney pardon,jollowing live 
testimony by Mooney and others including witnesses, but the resolution is tabled in the 
California State Senate. 

12. Ex parte Mooney, 305 U.S. 573 (1938) (per curiam) (denying motion for federal writ of habeas 
corpus). 



1939 

Later years 

Culbert Olson (1939-1943) is sworn in as governor Jan. 2, brings Mooney from San 
Quentin to California State Assembly Jan. 7, and grants him a full and unconditional 
pardon. 

As a recidivist felon, Billings could be pardoned or paroled only with California Supreme 
Court permission. California Supreme Court rejects pardon but consents to commutation, 
and Olson commutes Billings 's sentence to time served in October 1939. 

Mooney dies in 1942. in 1961, California Supreme Court consents to Billings pardon and 
Governor Edmund G. ("Pat") Brown, Sr. (1959-1967) pardons him. Billings dies in 
1972. 



Findings from the internal staff investigative report on the Mooney and Billings cases for the federal 
[Wickersham] Commission on Law Observance and Enforcement, 1932: 

1. "There was never any scientific attempt made by either the police or the prosecution to discover 
the perpetrators of the crime. The investigation was in reality turned over to a private detective, 
who used his position to cause the arrest of the defendants. The police investigation was reduced 
to a hunt for evidence to convict the arrested defendants. 

2. "There were flagrant violations of the statutory law of California by both the pol ice and the 
prosecution in the manner in which the defendants were arrested and held incommunicado, and in 
the subsequent searches of their homes to procure evidence against them. 

3. "After the arrest of the defendants, witnesses were brought to the jails to 'identify' them, and their 
'identifications' were accepted by the police and the prosecution, despite the fact that these 
witnesses were never required to pick the defendants out of a line-up or to demonstrate their 
accuracy by any other test. 

4. "Immediately after the arrest of the defendants there commenced a deliberate attempt to arouse 
public prejudice against them, by a series of almost daily interviews given to the press by the 
prosecuting officials. 

5. "Witnesses were produced at the trials with information in the hands of the prosecution that 
seriously challenged the credibility of the witnesses, but this information was deliberately 
concealed. 

6. "Witnesses were permitted to testify at the trials, despite such knowledge in the possession of the 
prosecution of prior contradictory stories told by these witnesses, as to make their mere 
production a vouching for perjured testimony. 

7. "Witnesses were coached in their testimony to a degree that approximated subornation of perjury. 
There is a strong inference that some of this coaching was done by prosecuting officials, and 
other evidence points to knowledge by the prosecuting officials that such coaching was being 
practiced on other witnesses. 

8. "The prejudice against the defendants, stimulated by newspaper publicity, was further appealed to 
at the trials by unfair and intemperate arguments to the jury in the opening and closing statements 
of the prosecuting attorneys. 

9. "After the trials, the disclosures casting doubt on the justice of the convictions were minimized, 
and every attempt made to defeat the liberation of the defendants, by a campaign of 
misrepresentation and propaganda carried on by the officials who had prosecuted them." 
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