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absolute gii't, sometllires suﬁj&:t to a condition subseguent.
Gray v. Harrlet Lane Hmme,'gggggr(p. 264). 1In the Gray oase,
the'bﬂquest to the Home For Irvalll Children was for th2 use
and benefit of two werds, known as "The Contegilous Units," in
the institution, one for the treatment of pheria and the
other for the treatment of scarlet fever., With the passage
of tize, and changes in madical knowledge and practlice, the
uge of these wards Tor the treatment »f these diseases was
wholly disocontinuad and they were used instead for an out-
patient dispensary aﬁd for the study of non-oontagious cases,
rogpectively. We held that a condition subseguent should not
E? 1mplied, 50 ag to work a forfeiture, since there was no
gift over or intention shown that ths grant should be void
for bressh of condition., The Court distinguished Baltimore

v. Pegbody Institute, 175 Md, 186, A somewhat different

approach was taken in Keyser v. Calvary Breth, Church, 192 Md.
520. There A bequest to a corporation for the bullding of a

new church contained a limitation that if the church was not
built within five years, "then this raturns to my estate.”
Becauss of war restrictions, building was not commenced until
after five years from the teatatrlx'é death. We held that the
baquest was not forfeited, §ven though the condition subsequent
was not striotly complled with, both as & matter of ressonable

conatruction of the will, and because of the impossibllity or



