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Selection of newspaper cuttings
about Oscar Slater (NRS,
HH16/111/37/21, 27, 35, 48, 54,
57)
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Records of

Miss Marion Gllch

SUPPOSE that, there is mo one|

‘mow, outside the Scottish Office
who. lias read Helen Lambie’s. confes-
sion_ond hos the slightest doubt as|
|to_the innocence of Slater,

Mary Barrowman has admitted that | ¥
her evidence was dictated by officials
(and Helen Tambie has confessed in
'publio that she nob only did not TOCOE-.
nise Slater as the murderer bue that
she did recognise someone
| This cmtlzfl fits in with the othor-.
| lo fact that she let the
without comment.

| The very delicate question now arisos,
(3¢ Slabu' was innocent, then who wux
guilty P "

There is a dead woman there and
Justice demands that we find who
murdered her, Within certain Timite
it was never a difioult' net to drag,
and with the help of Lambic's linta—
ment it becomes still easier,

But can Tambic's- statement  be
tingted, The answer to that g thav
the statement is—more credit to her—
against horself. It is the tatement of
o remorseful, conscience -stricken
woman. Also it corroborates the store
of that noble man, Lieutenant Trench,

Lrbere Lot

13 NOV 1927

t i3 statsd also that Lambio withi

,fmp days of the murder was -making
applications for an en| t elss.

}l]mre as maid, m dread a

I this were s it is dlﬁcn'lt to think

that the ol Iady would open the ﬂnor

in the maid's absence and we

man was in the house all the time,
At the same time the argument holds
that this man was sameona whom |
Iy W, 05 ot-hemue sha wonld cer-
hunl:, on the sudden appearance of o
stranger in sitting-room, have
uttered screams or in almu way gigm‘
the alarm,
We have to read Lmnbw’a statement

thrown back up onthethearrtlmthq As I

| Granting that it wns eomcone she’
| knew, what was the object of the visit?
read it, the man came with no
Anfention of murclm-, for he seems to,
have been unarmed.” made some
request, that west was. refusad, |
ibly with_insult, and then in an|
nstant of blind fnry he struck the
woman down with fist, and then
‘with his foot upon her chest he thrust
down at her face with the /legs of a
heavy clinir, exactly as Dr, Adaws

|carefully to sea what sl suys at |
the man whom sho recognised,  She|
saye that he had visil
before, that Miss Gilchrist was
énuchieu to any reference o I:lrn,
that she threatened to dismiss her with-
out a conracter if she pried ulbn her
affairs.

In another sentence Lambie says that |
this man “was in the habit of mmng

the ona_conspicuously honest man in

the whole sordid business. For these’

remns Iclnim that Helen Lambic may
be believed.

us first look at the case as it

her The identity and apparently the

or social standing of this man
were known to the police, otherwise wo
can attach no meaning to the state-
ment that whun !i:mble mentioned him

was befora this pew el
This nervous old lady, remarkablo ;nr
her caution, opened the door ‘herself,
seems to hove admitted her visitor,
‘and conducted him to her sitting-room, |
some distonce down the passage, where
her body was found. Therefore it waE! |
someone whom she knew and whom sh
thought she had np renson to fear.
I need mot add that the old lady did |
nos know Oscar Slater. That unhap)
man certainly spokio the truth when in
the moment of his agony he cried ont

that he nover knew such a person
exist:

Semeone She Knew.

ere is an alternative to. the
| supposition  that ss.  Qilchrist
!ndnutted the murderer, That alterna-
tive is that the man- was actually in
the house a4 ‘the time that Lambin
went out, so that the assassin and his ||
vietim were left nlone,

or this

b |[been rafused, and which he was now
ﬁgk he gouid have ,ﬂ,ﬁ:&‘ 6::; .gmngbngetforhmmlf. It was clearly
murdered your mntress L “They something of %mnls importance. \Vlnt

| scoffed at tho notion,’” says Lambie, || Was that something?
5 P We enn enlfyaiudg. by his- aetions. |
Out of the Past? Money and_jeweilery were i t in |

Apparently the man er men who called
seo Miss Gilchrist at the flat had

she mms very intimate business with her.

She warned Lambie against  poking my
nose into her business whero hor men

DY || visitors were concerned.”

Lambio could recall one case where
she found her having hantea words with
one: man, who was afterwards shown
out, umuy 50 that Lambie should not
M: m.

who came to her in this way why should |
she be so0 secretive? It suggest

ly in this woman's life, dating | certa
perhaps far back, bug hamng conse-
quences  now wi were becoming|

TO A8 some .
vxplanation.  One of these u thal
Lambie, aceording to & most relial
new mtnm, declared a week before the
crime that when she was out Miss || ¢
Gilchrist would never open door to
anyone, and that if shie went uyl:viﬂa-
out the key there was & privai signal
‘which had to be given before

lady would open.

n. .
Ti they were. humn, normal visitors
why all this 7

tiuouf

m? ﬁ';i'. 1zhawmr in which
made. \portant
said that Miss Gilehrist mhﬁmt

sive of being mnﬁm

:qmni

ted Exn Gi.lehrut | chair
and L

I it were any of her abvious relations | both of

to me}!
thnt tkam Was some Tomance, somg

? Lambie talks of [ WOU
\yhe had a motive ot

diagnosed at the time.
The fact that the underside of the
was dren with blood - is|
corroboration enough. The idea that
o tintack hammer from a hali-crawn
card of tools produced from Slater’s
trunk inflicted these frightful injurics
' by which ono of tha eyes was beaten
Linto the brain is surely too absurd for
argument.

‘What was the murderer’s next
move? He evidently knew the house
well and had some definite object in
view. There was something thero
which he had asked for, which had

i

the reom o whmh le had hu but |
ho left them there, If ho snatehed up |
a diamond hi—and it has never

been 99,;“ _él_ulu__ha did so—it may
well lmr- been o blind as Lo
his real intentions,
‘What he did was to huer
& box in swhich the ..15
lﬂdy kept her papers and to,
Tummage among them. It was some-
thing in that box which was the reason
f his visit and of Jn_mi;mme.
f papo TS Wer
bout. * Did b got. what e
‘h'nf?ihe Wea :i.;: ik'now fﬁ”
]lrun on 18 that be
‘He n by the |

-Hnut
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HE “ 'Ifl;miy ﬁnm nimpétpi

for ]uslum to Osaar &a%

..,,*";mf e
oa
‘stood m:rgn m«l Bill will be |
pslud leara lite uhim Indl nml. |
nmu o{sw!un pmmsaa SIr 1
I hn G maour that neged by
il n%n*’“mﬁ” |
inve:
e o & mi :
rresgon 2| I
o e
f cedure u:a; mnst|
- nbw be followed |

: Lo bring the. we
|

under review,

Slater hanrd the
| news at 6.30 last
. evening. For  the

“moment, he was

r John fimour. stunnaﬂ Then he

! 5 snid  The Pil-

grlm -

“This is tlul o:l'aﬂ- 'ﬂﬁs

Is what 1 wan ‘chance 1o

‘establish my lnmmu and- rqtﬂu'
my name.”.

Slatar's rrlend the Rev. E. P Phtll.lps.
the Jewish pastur. said : |
'*'nm ‘what we had mz
mt
also Lieutenant
lpulﬂd-

'to- 1 hepe it means
sm«
Trunht will he wind
Glasgow qﬁm |
i.hrﬂkenma.n

ﬁva. was mlhél;l mwﬁ

mnocama
GLASGOW lxmuunm
On 21l hands® last night Sir Jann

Gllmours “?"‘“’1‘-‘1’?“‘.“” gn\ra
ok Glag

“.1 s
done the right thinn:

after it should hav
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’sewe:[f 5 years?
A man lets out ﬁ“m b

' th:tmmd;m X
the secret w::n::f‘.m o e enls
by BRENDAN KEMMET A
FOE!‘.R weeks ago Oscar Slater died. He holds an

enduring place in the records of crime as a man
who seryed 18 years in jail for a murder he did
~-ﬂ§t commit, After his;nelea.oe ha was given £6,000 in
compensation.
Slater WE convicted of the

murder of Miss Marlon Gil- 1; mﬁd asa wﬁ:nsu

a: the t:m
emmy was thrown inlso f.he

christ, an B2-year-old woman
rfcmm‘.l dead with her head

An her_ hnrna In West

Pnncea itéed the °'§:‘ma for
mim. C! 0
whlch ﬁﬁ’ 50 long and

Last eek maved b zhe news
of the death of Bl.l man
‘broke a silence he had kap: for
40 years.

He came to me In the Glasgow
office of the Scottish Sunday
‘Express and said: “I know who
committed the miurder. T wish
now to tell the story that would
have saved Siater and sent two

he gallows.

manmls 0
@ man is 59, He has spent
Imuqh of his life in prison.
Att-hseulmro:theamer
,gegasoueoramorthiews
| This is his story-

Oscar Slater

was rare. I never again was sen-
t.anced in any court othm- than a

& eva.r aom'ict.lon.

-mver elvin,  J—. who lived in
-l'-‘arhck. went home b

ay.
e day of ‘meeting
with W—-— L have never seen
any of the old gang. If W—
15 alive today he'is vsr i
Buk Oscar a_lntef did sea,

Slater's outburst

L used to wonder what he would
have thought or done had he
known that I his oonsmnt com-
panion in suffering, held the
secret, and was indirectly the
cause of all his misery.

Slater felt, sometim

es
 fably, that the guards * pic ed

on him. ‘Eatly in his sentence,

Four in gang next 20" yeara ft‘o fled and suffered

* in the k
"l‘ﬁm four of us in the' hea n—alongside Slater, the. Plulorm on- which  the guards
gs.ns. The other mmg ?;{!:guld tig\re Egge%l.ster. e shake It (Il 1t trembled,

In 1921 T had six weeks of m ery mat voice full of suffer-

P : ing: er—Schiater—why is
HJ'; munnm alwagg mwell % %lamm' a%%ﬁ{%ﬁ_ﬂr% bms ‘in it always Schlater?™

was clean-shaven, whereas Slater
had a moustache,

aétsmt,ﬂmghamuadnboun

‘much Tesembled Slater's, Buthe & public house m Crown-street,  The outery over the murder
Glasgow, ;

W—-— Was more al&rmeq than

e Was agi-

&bsdmmushautg all of tha brﬁz‘lr

desperate to secure & convietiorn,
It was with L relief that they

pounced on a “¢ip"” which was,

nwnlﬂing m underworld Tumour,

- W— muoh !n:a- we gathe'r
Slater in " bu bui did tell me w'hat had sent about Slater by & fellow
tfﬂkm Hllgie gu;m) and s “'ﬁg night of the 0 gambler,
- He w bout g mitrder, : Bl
® E“"“ of the Tous a1 a‘}.‘;“’“m* T T Judge cammccd
Prosperous. 3 the house : .I’.- ‘believe that the
He rang ﬂ:emn Miss Gilehrist,

Man who did it

3—-Gwa.sthamnwhg,m
‘A fifth man whomlnsmmet.
comes into. the storv.

the brain

l’tum mﬂméin and daily ‘helps,
ichrist murder a

had told = “The
fna'm&m“n L e, Princes.

0
Im.-d alme wim A la.me sum of
|| mones : B“mege nmnuw of

Wai'r I"Iﬂl" y& = ﬁn.u...\l..

behind our i'bb‘berlﬂs. :

i
I.-amhie ( e It.neas

ooenad,
door and then returned
dining-room, s

Struck her down

mone Jow
have mk:hed

r maid Hel
tﬁe 2 en _vi:md at Slater's gii.lt"

- weranwercau«lﬁo

was thdrblli‘hlv
.md%e who- santenc
‘al.lad o u. ‘iew
‘Witnesses who reall ﬂ&m&m--

gsésﬁg

He used wlsuﬁ us, Hoough - 5 ook at Miss Gilehrisl. mquﬁgmmt w‘é’;
e ol o Taaavion. Sholtt buit did no: m ner ou saw flocing Trom. ¢ ﬂn e

crime was clean-shavm
had a mou.
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b Mo o i ha
‘his release from prison he
d mainly at Ayr. He had been
nvalid for (three years. Ear
yar he w?a ‘interned for a
because of his German origin,
Born to Misfortune 3
. The case of Oscar Slater is one of th
‘most famous, if not
in British criminal ;
priate that it should have had its first
beginnlngs in obscurity. a
inherited so much misfortune was born to
Inherit very little else. So far as appeared
‘at the trial about his origins, he was a
German Jew and his name was. Oscar
Liesc r. Ta avoid the military service
(compulsory in Germany, he moved to
London, where he made a living as a
I-hookm'i_ker._ About this time. he. also
- visited Edinburgh and Glasgow on several
-oceasi ' : ried English-
e was not suc-
of the trial,
ie had been living with o Frenchwoman
called Mile. Antoine in circumstances
‘which were commented on by the Judge
to the detriment of his law and so won
fSlater his restitution after 20 years.
later and Mlle. Antoine had lived a
nopolitan life between New York,
don, and the cities of the Continent,
re they ran social clubs.. And there
ther possible sources of income, for’
er variously described himself as a
t and as a dealer in preeious stones.
71908 he was living at 69 St George's
Road, Glasgow, with Mile. Antoine, His
only occupation then, sdj far as appeared
-at the trial; was gambling in some of
Glasgow's more modest elubs and rafeing
oney from a pawnbroker on a diamond
Mlle. Antoine's contribution to
household expenses is irrelevant to
history.

& few days before Christmas of

the sensation broke out which

st for 20 years. About a quarter

a mile away from Slater's flat the old
‘Marion Gilchrist, lived in West

ble about the household, except

*|that Miss Gilchrist kept a valuable colleés and

15 iewe:lcrgein her /bedroom. On the
4 pnight of Decem

as usual for the evening newspa

¢ miost fashots oL Al
story, and it is appro-

The man who

r 21 Helen Lambie went

LIV _S_.'Ha:n_iém,'gg'\ii’-' ;
¥ | 2gent way i
solizitor.

e
Miss Gilchrist's invari.

ne in the house, was |
stances to look over the |
taircase is wide, open, ||

- and well-lighted—and if the bell-ringer
Was. a stranger to her, or some one she
did not wish to ses, to retreat Into her
houge and shut and bar the door. Slater,
as' I h strange-looking
: 3 Bn aspect, the last
sort of person whom the old lady would
yoluntarily have admitted. The infor-
ence is ?lsin:th_e visitor was known to-
Miss Gilchrist, otherwise, without two
!a-g:d;ceﬁg- {whﬁht'no&one ever sug-
ge. it was virtually impossible for
him to '_hava_x_ot into the house.
»Curiously enough, this point was never|
raised-at the trial, and there was 1o 'sug-
gestion that Miss Gilehrist know Slatar,
The Crown’s Case
- The cdse against Slater was quickly
built up. Several witnesses came forward
tp-say that a man had been loitering at the
corner of the gardens for some weeks and.
bresumably keeping an eye on Miss
Gllchrist's. . These were easily able to
_:den__ury; Slater at a parade when he
appeared among a company of ic;
Scots police and railway menn.y 'ﬁndti};:lpagé
of Slater's trunks a tack hammer wag
i’\?:ind that Was put in as the lethal

pon. i
The: prelimizaries seitled, the haarin:
began in the High Court ot'.tﬁ’cia&gjpﬁ
Edinbur May, 3, 1909. Lord Guthrie
who later became Lord Strathelan i
was asslsied by Mr T. B
later raised to {He Bench
ad Mr W, Lyon
e A
heriff of Aberdeen, and.
Jobn ‘Mair. The Crown Agens” v 2—.“’
s Mr Ewing ‘Speirs, ‘a Glasgow

. Morison, K.C.,
a5 Lord Morison,
Mackenzie., Slater's

ould be done |
andle within

Strathclyde. He | Chi

lure, K.C, |y "

later's [ G

38 | Slater in the matter o
cidentally, it was Tre
d - on identifi

(Lang, Sir ' : 1
Edward Marshall Hall, Sir be
1, and others less distinguished
: at there had been:a mis-|
carrlage of justice. | ‘ There was. corre-
spondence In “The Times" and else-
where, The record of the trial, deu@-
lished by Messrs Hodge and ‘edited by

Mr Roughead, allow the evidence to

be examined in detail. In 1014 a

Glasgow solicitor, Mr David Cook, sent

& memorial to the Secretary of State for

Scotland with application for an inguiry.

The following questions were raised:—

1.Did any witness to the identification on
‘the night of the murder name a person
other than Oscar Slater? Z

2. Were the police aware that such was the'
case? If so, why was the-evidence not
Aforthcoming at the trial ? T

3.Did Slater fly from justice?

4. Were the police in possession of informa-
tion that Slater had disclosed his name
at the North-Western Hotel, Liverpool,
‘stating where he came from, and that ke
was fravelling by the Ly.\qii’:nig-’? :

‘5. Did one of the witnesses make a mistalke
as to the date on which she stated she
was in West Princes Streef?

__ The Secretary of State then ordered the

Sheriff of Lanark, Mr Gardner Millar,

K.C., to hold a commission of inquiry. This

[inquiry was held in Glasgow. The hearing

wis secrét  The withesses were mot on

oath. Slater was not represented, but ‘he
ef Constable pave the Commissioner|

s&n_ce_.

feared that
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£ possible importance—the box in
Miss Gilchrist kept her papers -had
opened by some one in a hurry.
re were thus two lines of investigation
ough the clue of the missing brooch,
iting to ordinary theft as motive; or
yugh the clue of the deed box, point-
to something more intimate.. The
ce decided on the clue of the brooch
‘and stuck to it with almost terrifying
ersistence.

irl’s Evidence
- Information was circulated and pro-

‘rowman, who said she had seen a man
t of the close door at the time of
the murder. More: she could describe
e man, and did so. After considering
aer statement along with those of Adams
d Helen Lambie the police decided
 there must have been two men.” Later on
they gave up that view and concentrated
later,
The police information also produced
jone MTean, a cycle agent, who. said that
%_2 rson called “Oscar,” whom he had
met socially, had tried to sell him a pawn-
“tle for a diamond brooch. He took a
ztective to Slater's house and there they
‘found that Slater and Mlle. Antoine had
left that night for Liverpool with all their
aggage. These were suspicious eircum-
‘stances; but when the police found the
‘g:.wnshop they alsa found that the brooch
had been pledged a month before, and
finally Helen/Lambie was able to say it
‘had never been Miss Gilchrist’s.
The clue of the brooch had completely
iled ; and, as there was nothing else to
nnect Miss Gilehrist and Slater, the case
t that suspect seemed hopeless.
entally there was never any proof that
r 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

d #a  message girl called Mary |

¥ n wi

Slater had left for New York. The fact
hat he had registered on the Lusitania
as Otto Sando was adduced by the prose-
cution as a proof of guilt and interpreted
by the Lord Advocate and the Judge as
a flight from justice, But Mlle. Antoine

said 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 enters
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
important 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

the opening— )

Up to yesterday afterncon 1 should
have thought that there was one serious
difficulty which ' confronted you—the
difficulty of condeiving that there was
in existence a human being capable of
doing such a dastardly deed. Gentle-
men, ‘that difficulty, I think, wos

removed vesterday afterncon 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 universa] 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 ceagsed
‘o exist. That ditficulty removed, I say
without hesitation that the man in the
dock is capable of having committed
+his dastardly outrage, and the question
for you to consider is whether or not
the evidence has brought it home to him.
_ Fortunately for Slater, the appeal
Judges 20 years later hag a more

psychalogy.

kilful Attack:

the Lord Advocate, but he examined the
various parts of the Crown's case with
considerable skill and made some excel-
lent points—(a) That Slater-had first been

suspected on a false clue; (b) that if he
were the watcher outside the house, and-

| and strengthéned the demand for another

accurate or more scrupulous knowledge of

Mr M'Clure was' less impressive than |

or
ial ir to Slater's age

It was in 1925 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
@ way that increased public misgiving

investigation, Meanwhile Slater was sct
free after 18 years in Peterhead. In
November of 1027 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 Altchison, E.C.,
for Slater. .

The appeal was something of a dis-
appointment, 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 posiib‘_le 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 dependence on the immoral
earnings of his partner to go to the jury
as a point not irrelevant to his guilt of
Miss Gilehrist'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 |

: gng! that the judgment of the Court |
celore whom appellant was convicted
- should be set aside. ofl L2l
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

out the rest of

his days in obscurity and

o

peace. -

%




