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measures, with more perceptually similar categories
being more frequently confused with each other. We
also assumed that confusions were symmetrical be-
tween categories of images and responses, and took the
average confusions for symmetrical off-diagonal cells
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Essock, 2004). We will call this the orientation-bias
hypothesis.

Finally, if there is an interaction between scene
configuration and oriented amplitude in scenes, then we
should expect the greatest decrement in performance to
occur when both of these parameters are the furthest
from the 08 upright viewpoint (Figure 7C). Rotating a
scene 1358
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W h e n t h e c o n fi g u r a t i o n i s v i o l a t e d ( e . g . , b y r o t a t i o n ) ,r e p r e s e n t a t i o n i s i m p a i r e d . H o w e v e r , t h i s e f f e c t i s o n l yf o u n d w h e n t h e o b j e c t c l a s s e s s h a r e a s i m i l a r c o n fi g u -r a t i o n a n d i n d i v i d u a l s w i t h i n a c l a s s c a n b e d e s c r i b e db y s e c o n d - o r d e r r e l a t i o n a l i n f o r m a t i o n a m o n g p a r t s( D i a m o n d & C a r e y , 1 9 8 6 ) . C l e a r l y , t e r r e s t r i a l v i e w s o fs c e n e s f r o m t h e s a m e o r s i m i l a r c a t e g o r i e s d o h a v e
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