then lofted into the stratosphere and
deposited around the world, says Bohor.

Minerals such as quartz and feldspar
develop these features when high-pres-
sure shock waves exert shearing forces
on their crystals, leaving behind parallel,
fractured planes called lamellae.

The shocked quartz findings represent
the latest volley in a series of debates
over the cause of the extinctions that
ended the Cretaceous period (SN:
4/18/81, p.248). Other geologists contend
that an extended increase in volcanic
activity at that time precipitated a range
of damaging climatic effects — acid rain,
atmospheric cooling, stratospheric
ozone depletion — that caused the numer-
ous extinctions.

Much of the recent debate has centered
on whether the discovery of shocked
quartz in clay sediments at the K-T
boundary proves the impact theory.

Last year, Neville Carter of Texas A&M
University in College Station reported
finding shocked quartz grains at Toba, a
75,000-year-old volcanic eruption site in
northern Sumatra. With this find, advo-
cates of the volcanism theory claimed
that the shocked minerals found by
Bohor and others at the KT boundary
could be volcanic in origin.

In the SciENCE paper, the USGS re-
searchers counter that the volcanically
shocked quartz has only single sets of
lamellae rather than the multiple
lamellae seen in quartz from the KT
boundary and atimpact sites. In addition,
they say, 25 percent of the quartz at the
K-T boundary is shocked, whereas much
less than 1 percent of the quartz at Toba is
shocked.

For Bohor, these results preclude the
possibility that volcanoes played a signif-
icant role in the activities at the KT
boundary, and they prove the impact
theory. “We’ve shown that the material
[from the KT boundary] is shocked.
We’ve shown that it’s exactly the same as
shocked material around craters ... |
don’t think there’s any doubt that there
was an impact. There just can’t be.”

However, Carter and others refuse to
end the debate. They claim that volcanic
explosions could also have produced the
multiple lamellae in the grains that
Bohor’s group has found.

According to Yale paleontologist John
Ostrom, the extinctions of plant and
animal life at the end of the Cretaceous
were spread out in time. This indicates,
he says, that the major cause of extinc-
tions was not the impact of an extrater-
restrial body, which would have ended
life more quickly. “For dinosaurs, I think
the majority of [paleontologists] proba-
bly subscribe to general climatic change
rather than impact because there does
seem to have been a general decline in
both numbers and diversity,” he says.
Both an impact and an increased period
of volcanism would have contributed to
these changes. — R. Monastersky
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Baby face-off: The roots of attraction

An attractive face may not just be in the
eye of the beholder. Infants as young as 2
months old, with little or no exposure to
many cultural influences on standards of
beauty, show a preference for women’s
faces that have been rated as attractive
by young adults, report psychologist Ju-
dith H. Langlois of the University of Texas
at Austin and her colleagues.

“For reasons we don’t understand,
which may include an innate capacity or
early learning, there appears to be a
predisposition among infants to discrimi-
nate attractive from unattractive faces,”
says Langlois. This conclusion “may
seem surprising,” she adds, since it is
often assumed that attractiveness prefer-
ences stem from gradual exposure to
television and other cultural forces.

No one can define attractiveness, says
Langlois, but studies have shown that
children and adults are often confident
they know when a face is attractive and
largely agree on who is attractive.

The Texas investigators expanded on
this work by studying 34 infants who were
6 to 8 months old and 30 infants who were
2to 3months old. The 37 boys and 27 girls
in the study were all from middle-class
families. Infants were shown color slides
of 16 adult Caucasian women, half of
whom were judged moderately attractive
and half of whom were judged moderately
unattractive by a sample of several hun-
dred undergraduate men and women.

When pairs of faces, one attractive and
one unattractive, were viewed in two 10-
second presentations (so that the left-
right positioning of the slides could be
reversed to control for any tendencies to
gaze toward one side), about two-thirds
of both older and younger infants looked
significantly longer at the attractive
faces, report the researchers in the May
DEVELOPMENTAL PSYCHOLOGY. In a second

trial, in which pairs of attractive faces
were displayed followed by unattractive
pairs, nearly the same number of older
infants showed a marked preference for
the attractive faces. Younger infants,
however, displayed no preference for at-
tractive over unattractive faces in the
second experiment.

The last finding, says Langlois, is prob-
ably due to the fact that, given relatively
short trial lengths, younger infants are
less able to release their attention from
visual stimuli of all types and may find an
unattractive face interesting when an
attractive alternative is unavailable.
There was a good deal of individual
variation in attention to and interest in
the slides among all the infants, adds
Langlois, which may account for the one-
third who showed no preference for at-
tractive faces in the first trial.

Nevertheless, it is far from clear why
many infants prefer attractive faces. The
tendency may be partly influenced by the
nature of human vision. Attractive faces
may be more curved, less angular and
more vertically symmetrical than unat-
tractive faces; these forms are known to
be preferred by infants, says Langlois.

When combined with recent evidence
that judgments of attractiveness vary far
less both between and within a number of
diverse cultures than previously as-
sumed, the infant data suggest that a
“universal standard of attractiveness”
may interact with cultural factors and
changing conceptions of beauty over
time, suggests Langlois.

At this point, however, “we don’t know
why infants, or adults for that matter,
show consistent preferences for attrac-
tive faces,” she says. But Langlois adds
that the findings “seriously challenge the
assumption that attractiveness is merely
‘in the eye of the beholder.’” — B. Bower

Researchers have developed a “shot-
gun” to bombard cells with microscopic
tungsten pellets coated with genetic
material — either DNA or RNA. In the
May 7 NATURE, they report that onion
cells pierced by the high-velocity 4-
micron pellets not only survived with-
out apparent injury, but also went on to
“express” the genes they carried.

Expression of foreign genes suggests
but does not prove that the bombarded
cells have permanently incorporated
the new genetic material, explains prin-
cipal researcher Theodore M. Klein of
Cornell University’s horticultural sci-
ences department in Geneva, NY. He
adds that follow-up studies to prove
permanent incorporation “look encour-
aging.” A demonstration of gene incor-

Shotgun approach to genetic engineering

poration would add this technique to
the arsenal of genetic engineering tools
available for inserting beneficial foreign
genes into useful crop species.

Inside their shotgun’s cylinder, which
is about the size of a .22-caliber rifle
barrel, a firing pin detonates a gun-
powder-filled blank. This propels a
nylon bullet, which doesn't exit the
cylinder but instead slams into the
pellets of tungsten powder, sending
them and the genetic material they
carry into 2,000 or more separate cells.

“With this technique,” says Klein,
“we’re going to be able to genetically
engineer a lot of crop species [espe-
cially cereal grains] that are not amena-
ble to other [gene-insertion] tech-
niques.” — J. Raloff
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