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the atute stage and e\en in the absence of such spots on the skm They‘-‘.
go so far as to suggest, (1) as conjunctival hemorrhages, are Tare in
acute illnesses except whooping cough, their presence in a. 'patient sus- |
pected should carry some weight; and (2) conjunctivitis which oceurs.
as an early symptom would most likely help to dlctmgmsh tl:us from'u
other forms of meningitis. '
The fact that the menmvogoccus haa been Jsolatecl hom the con~
junctival discharge in a few cases has added interest to conjunctivitis
as a symptom. According. to Axenfeld, Frankel reported a severe
pseudo-membranous conjunctivitis in three children-of one family due
to a diplococcus which he thought was the meningococcus. Hagland:
also described a case of meningococcus conjunctivitis. - Both these -
cascs are now discredited. Wintersteiner reported a case of ophthalmia
occurring in the course of a menmgms In cover-slip preparations
from the con;uilotlva an organism idenfical in morphology with the
meningococcus was obtained. Wiichselbaum studied \Vunterstemer’s
preparatiors, and although no cultures were made he considered the.
linding positive. Wintersteiner believed the infection a metastatia one.
~ According to Axenfeld, Koplick, in Washington in 1904, reported find--
ing the meningococcus in the conjunctival sac in a case of epidemic
menmmtls D. Smith, in the Archives of Ophthalmology, reported
anumg 160 cases of conjunctivitis one due to the meningococcus. No
differential cha«rnonss, however, was given. Guabrielides in a child of
twenty -five onths: with menmrfms found in the conjunctiva, xerosis
‘bacilli,” pneumococc,x ‘and Graw negative diplococel, intra aund extra-’
cellular, which coineided in every way with the Gram negative diplo-
" cocci from the oelebm-:.puml Huid. k. S. Thompson, at the American’
- Medical Assocmuon, 1906, reporied finding the meningococcus three,
or four times.among 400 cases of blenorrhoea. Differentiation here is,”
" however, umam«factm} Robinson from one case of meningitis isolated
" the menmrrococcua from the purulent discharge. In three other cases
of con]\_mctwﬂ;ls the finding was negative. In spite of these reports at a
meeting of the Ophthalomological Society of Paris, Deec. 31, 1907, when
Mo;ssonmcr repmted a casc of meningococcus conjunctivitis, Morax
said “ as yei there has been no authentic case of meningococcus con-
junctivitis reported. The case reported by Moissonnier is neither clini-
cally nor bacteriologically satisfactory.” -
During the last year 1 have had an opportunity of sceing six cases of
epidemic meningitis with conjunctival symptoms: (1) an adult male
aged 23 years. Marked catarrhal conjunctivitis smear negative. Cul-
ture staphylococcus aurcus (in pure culture). (2) An adult male aged



