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Let us see how this works out along the line of Mr. Fos-,.r's reasoning andpractK^e. He arfi-iies that trust funds cease to h,. trust fnnds when passe.t over
to a trust company. If -his he so what a eran.l opporlunitv would he nlTo-'-d
lor the app ication of the doctrine hv his elevation to the trea.„rv benches r„r
If the fonslcrs' rconey when dumped into the coffers of Ihe fnion Trust ,sease
to he impressed with any trust, why would not the funds „f the Domini,.,, undi-r-
RO the same transformation if pla.ed in the tre.nsiirv .,f a simil.nr concern ?

Both the preaching and the practisim; of Mr. Koster uphold the theory thatonce trust funds have teen freed from this restriction hv lilllrinc ihrout-h a , iscompany ttey may be launched in any exploit, however ,,ues,i;,n;,l,le.''and
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the real owners of the money have no say in the m.-,tter. If this rule wis ni,plied to he converted" trust funds of the Foresters why would il not be equd Ivapplicable to trust funds diverted from the National Trerfsurv ?
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The investments of the "converted" trust funds of the Foresters were madem sj:- a manner ihat the lion's share of their earnings wen. not into the treaurvof the company, but into th« pockets of .Mr. Foster and his limncinl -
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