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* Miss Marion Gilel

| SUPPOSE that there i1 o ono
now, outside the Scottish Office,
ho has read

to_the innocence of Slater.
Mary Barrowman has admitted ﬂu‘.t
her evidenee was dictated by officials
and Helen t:mhie has confessed in
| publig that she not only did not recog-
nise Slater as the murderer but that
she did recogniso someone else.
This entirely fits in with the other-
| wise inexplicable fact that she let the
m'nﬁmpm 5 ]vit'haut comment,
very delicate question now ariges, |
s ) S];har was'innn%cnt, then who was

woman there and
Justico demands that we find who
murdered her. Within certain limite
iv was never a difficult net to drag,
and with the help of Lambie’s state-
ment it becomes still easier.

But can Lambic's statement be
trusted, The answer to that is that
the statement is—more credit to her—
against herself. It is the statement of
o 1 strick

woman. Also it corroborates the story
of that noble man, Lieutenant Trench,
the ona conspicnously honest man in

b Lam! a
days of the murder was making
plications for an engagement else-
ere as maid, 1 dread also. g
TF this were so it is dificult to think
that the old lady would open the door
?Il: e m:\i:d’. = the ki i:'t:fl:‘
rown back upon the theory that the
man was in the house all the time,

a|
wh

that this man was someone whom |
she knew, as otherwise sho would cer- |
‘tainly, on the sudden appearance of a |

At the same time the argument !mh‘h ha

out a character if she pried into her
affairs, ™

this man *“ was in the habit of visiting

the whole sordid business. For thesa
reasons I claim that Helen Lambio may

%bu believed.
t us first look at the case as it

character or social s

can attach no meaning
ment that when Lambie
Ihey 1 N,

was before this new element ap
This neryous old lady, remarkable for
her caution, opened the door ‘herself,
scems to have admitted her visitor,
and c«él}ﬂueted é:im to her sitting-room, |
some distance down assage, where
her body was found. Therefore it wAs |
someone whom she knew and whom
fear.

I need not add that the old lady did
nos know Osear Slater. That unhappy
man certainly crke the truth when in
the moment of his agony he cried ont
that he never knew such & person
existed,

Someone She Knew.
Thero is an alternative to the
supposition  that Miss  Gilchrist!
admitted the murderer,
tive is that the man' was actually m%

the house at the time that Lambio
went out, so that tho
victim were left nlone,
ere aze somo
explanation,
Lambin, according to

assassin and his,
for ﬂlu,

That alterna- | sha bo

One of these is that/[

think he could have robbed and
‘murdered Ew mistress.””  “They
scoffed at the notion,” says Lambie.

Out of the Past?
to see Miss Gilchrist at the flat had

® |some very intimate business with her.

She warned Lambie against * poking my
nose into her business where her men
 visitors were concerned.’
Lambie could recall one case where|
found her having heated words with
one man, who was afterwards shown
‘out secrotly so that Lambie should not
se3 him,

stranger in her sittingroom, have |woman down with

u sereams or in some way given | with his foot upon her chest ho thrust

the alarm. C ~ |down at her face with the/egs of a
ch:ﬂ]iln nndhmﬁlh;: mhmantl heavy c[lni? r;.xuqtly as Dr. Adams

care! 500 what she says Fﬁlow,l!!g diagnosed o .

Wminz'ﬁam'}he?m nised.  She|| Tho fact that the undersido of the

says that he had visited Miss Gilehrist | chair was dre with - blood is|
fore, that Miss Gilchrist was very ||corroboration enough. ~The idea that

touchy as to any reforence to him, and||a tintack hammer from a half-crown
 that she threatened to dismiss her with- e hera tn riae

iten
In another sentence Lamhie says that || iute the brain is surely too absurd for

- The identt What was _the
i o Umlxm].y‘:: move? He evidently knew the house
were known to the police, otherwise wo w_a!.l. and

the state-||view. T
‘mentioned him || Which he had asked for, which had
! You don’t || been refused, and which he was now

Apparently the man or men who called ||

hur Conan Ilaylg-.»

Granting that it was someone she’
knew, what was the object of the visit?
As I read it, the man came with no
intention of murder, for he seems to,
e made sm::is

uest, that request was refusod,.
;zsib]y with insult, and then in an|
instant of blind fury he struck the
and then

card of tools produced from Slater’s
by which one of tha eyes was bea

argument.
murderer’s next

had some definite object in
was something thero

going to get for himself. It wns clearly
mnu!e'hins;uf & importance, What |
was that hing? |
‘We ocan only judge by his actions. |
Money and jewellery were in si
e room to which hie had hurried, but |
he left them there. 1f he snatched up
a diamond brooch—and it has never
u_certain tha i

to a box

’l_s:‘drhytillrpapm_ and to
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Hh“Darin s mpm. ; |

for justice to “Oscar Slater—

the firsf important success was. his

release from Peterﬁepd. saol on

Monday—was carried a step. fmﬁhar,

in the House of Commons yesterday
by, thﬁao' for Scoland,

John Gﬂmnu:, 'ho annennaqda &1‘51

Qhe Scoghhh Gbﬁrb'
‘An Rct of Parlianien

—

o iman, S B
ir Joh il unne
8 r io n B imour, Sa1d 10" The |

4 Thin l- sha news of all
is what | -ﬁﬁ-ﬂn 'zilﬂl‘;ﬂ
u‘ulhllolu my Innmnu and t
Slmrstrlend {he Rev..E. P: Phllllm

the Jewish pxstnr said : |

“ This hat hard |
wllm tla’r"l h:j':: ?I.;mlm

Slater also ulmuanl
- Trqnll' will be vimlhnlul- I
w9

ﬁve was mli’le;l.i and &!& a hrﬁken‘man |
through B“. efforts |

innocence. |

GLASGOW EXOITEMENT, -t

On ‘all hands last nls‘ht Sir
our's mnuun

va
]J.véliest r.
SlewsrL rP. ‘Inr St. R M que&

dona the l-h?n.r.: now lon
a.ner l: $IJ d hav
: exe

/g‘-"" '/.;ﬂ.s.at
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i essing e and
_in_the wardrobe had not
hed. But there was another
of possible importance—the box in
Miss Gilchrist kept her papers-had
‘opened by some one in a hurry.
were thus two lines of investigation
ugh the clue of the missing brooch,
iting to ordinary theft as motive; or
‘ough the clue of the deed box, point-
to something more intimate, The
decided on the: clue of the brooch
d stuck to it with almost terrifying
| persistence.
siirl’s Evidence
Information was circulated and pro-
uced “a message girl called Mary
| Barrowman, who said she had seen a man
! ‘out of the close door at the time of
“murder. More: she could describe
je man, and did so. After considering
statement along with those of Adams
Helen Lambie the police decided
ere must have been two men.” Later on
iy gave up that view and concentrated
_Slater,
‘The police information also pro&uced
M'Lean, a cycle agent, who said that
‘person called “Oscar,” whom he had
t socially, had tried to sell him a pawn-
et for a diamond brooch: He took a
etective to Slater's house and there they
nd that Slater and Mlle. Antoine had
that night for Liverpool with all their
iaggage, These were suspicious clrcum-
k ces; but when the police found the
‘pawnshop they also found that the brooch
gq been pledged a month before, and

d
finally HelensLambie was able to say it
‘had never been Miss Gilchrist's.

The clue of the brooch had' completely
ailed ; and, as there was nothing else to
pnnect Miss Gilchrist and Slater, the case
nst that P hopel
dentally there was never any proof that
er had any dealings with Miss Gilchrist.-
ver, the police refused to let go.
offered a reward of £200 for Slater's
t and the New York police were
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Judges

accurate or more scrupulous knowledge of
psychology. Ay |

evidence @ealt witl
Slater had left f

as Otto Sando was adduced by the prose-
cution as a proof of guilt and interpreted

By the Lord Advocate and the Judge as

& flight from justice. But Mlle. Antoine
sald the alias was intended to put. Mrs
Slater off their track, One more part of
the case must be noticed. Slater's servant
maid admitted that Mlle, Antoine enter=
tained men at her house both in London
and in Glasgow with Slater's acquiescence.
Again the Lord Advocate and the Judge
made much of that evidence, with vory

_1mpgrtant results.

The case thus rested on four main points
—identification of Slater, the hammer and
the waterproof, the flight from justice, and
Slater's way of life. Mr M'Clure did not
put Slater into the witness-box, though he
always wished to give evidence on his own
behalf. - I

The Lord Advocate's speech to the jury
was a relentless: statement of facts and
inferences, and it was one of the best of
its kind ever heard in that Court. The
tone of the speech is very well expressed
in the opening— 3

Up to yesterday afternoon I should
have thought that there was one serious
difficulty which | confronted you—the
difficulty of conceiving that there was
in existence a human being capable of
doing such a dastardly deed. Gentle-
men, that difficulty, I think, was
removed yesterday afternoon when we.
heard from the lips of one who
seemingly knew  the prisoner better
than anyone else, who had known him
longer and “known him better than any
witness examined, that he had followed
a life which descends to the very
lowést depths of human degradation,
for by the universal judgment of man-
kind the man who lives upon the
proceeds of prostitution has sunk to the
lowest depths and all moral sense in
him has been destroyed and has ceased
to exist. That ditfleulty removed, I say
without hesitation that the man in the
dock is capable of having committed
this dastardly outrage, and the question
for you to consider is whether or nat
the evidence has brought it home to him,
_ Fortunately for Slater, the appeal

20 years later had a more

kilful Attack

's case with
ade some excel-

suspected on a false clue; (b) that if he

Yew York. The fact x
that he had registered on the Lusitania

Mr M'Clure was’ less impressive than |
the Lord Advocate, but he examined the
various parts of the |
considerable skill and
lent points—(a) That Slater-had first been

d 01T e p ]
cial information to Sla agent,

It was in 1825 that the Slater case was
revived through the publication of
William Park's “The Truth about Oscar
‘Slater.” This book marshalled the
various theories as to what happened in
‘4 way that increased public misgiving
and strengthened the demand for another
Investigation, Meanwhile Slater was sct
free after 18 years in Peterhead. In
November of 1927 the Government passed
a retrospective Act allowing Slater to
present his case before the new Court of
Criminal Appeal, and in June of 1928 the
last hearing began. The judges were:—
The Lord Justice-General (Clyde), the
Lord Justice-Clerk (Alness), and Lords
Sands, Blackburn, and Fleming, The
Lord Advocate (Watson) appeared for the
Crown and Mr Craigie Aitchison, K.C.,
for Slater, .
The appeal was something of a dis-
dppointment, for Helen Lambie—married
and in America—refused to appear and
could not be compelle But medical
evidence was led as the possibility
that Miss Gilchrist was killed with a
chair that stood by her body; as to the
conditions in which witnesses identified
Slater in New York; and, with regard to
the * flight from justice,” that Slater had
registered in his own name in the Liver-
pool hotel. =

Misdirection Appeal

The high-light of the appeal was
Mr Craigie Aitchison's presentation of
Slater’s case. The Lord Advocate con-
tented himself with reasons why the
verdict should stand. After considera-
‘tion the Court refused all grounds of
appeal except the last, which was mis-
direction by the judge; but on that point
the Court decided:—

It is manifestly poskih\_e that, but for
the prejudicial effect of denying to the
appellant the full benefit of the pre-
sumption of innocence and of allowing
the point of d d on the i al

earnings of his partner to go to the jur,

as a point not irrelevant to his guilt of
Miss Gilchrist's murder, the proportion
of nine to five for ™ guilty" and “not
proven " respectively might have been
reversed. In these circumstances we
_think that the instructions given in the
charge amounted to misdirection in law |
- gn? that the judgment of the Court
vefore whom appellant was convicted
should be set aside. |
The rest of the story was an ahti-
elimax. The Secretary of State for Scot-
land paid Slater £6000 as restitution. So
at last the case ended and Slater lived

were the watcher outside the house, and:| pea

out the rest of his days in obscurity and
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