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Abs t rac t 

CLISP is an a t tempt to make LISP programs 
eas ier to read and w r i t e by ex tend ing the 
syntax o f LISP t o i n c l u d e i n f i x o p e r a t o r s , 
IF-THEN s ta temen ts , FOR-DO-WHILE s ta tements , 
and s i m i l a r ALGOL-like c o n s t r u c t s , w i t h o u t 
changing the s t r u c t u r e o r r e p r e s e n t a t i o n o f 
the language. CLISP is implemented through 
L ISP's e r r o r hand l i ng machinery, r a t h e r than 
by mod i fy ing the i n t e r p r e t e r : when an 
express ion is encountered whose e v a l u a t i o n 
causes an e r r o r , the express ion is scanned 
f o r poss ib l e CLISP c o n s t r u c t s , which are 
then conver ted to t he e q u i v a l e n t LISP 
express ions . Thus, users can f r e e l y 
i n t e r m i x LISP and CLISP w i t h o u t hav ing to 
d i s t i n g u i s h which i s wh ich . Emphasis i n the 
des ign and development of CLISP has been on 
the system aspects o f such a f a c i l i t y , w i t h 
the goa l i n mind o f producing a u s e f u l t o o l , 
not j u s t another language. To t h i s end, 
CLISP i nc l udes i n t e r a c t i v e e r r o r c o r r e c t i o n 
and many 'Do-what- I -Mean* f e a t u r e s . 

* * * 

The syntax of the programming language 
LISP»»»»» i s ve ry s imp le , i n t he sense t h a t 
i t can be descr ibed c o n c i s e l y , b u t not i n 
the sense t h a t LISP programs are easy to 
read o r w r i t e ! Th is s i m p l i c i t y o f syntax i s 
achieved by , and a t t h e expense o f , 
ex tens ive use o f e x p l i c i t s t r u c t u r i n g , 
namely g roup ing th rough p a r e n t h e s e s i z a t i o n . 
For the b e n e f i t o f readers u n f a m i l i a r w i t h 
LISP syn tax , the bas ic element of LISP 
programs is c a l l e d a fgr.m. A form is e i t h e r 
(1) a tomic , o r (2) a l i s t , the l a t t e r be ing 
denoted by e n c l o s i n g t h e elements o f t he 
l i s t i n matching parentheses. I n t he f i r s t 
case, t he form is e i t h e r a v a r i a b l e or a 
cons tan t , and i t s va lue i s computed 
a c c o r d i n g l y . I n the second case, t he f i r s t 
element o f t h e l i s t i s t he name o f a 
f u n c t i o n , and the remain ing elements are 
again forms whose va lues w i l l be t he 
arguments to t h a t f u n c t i o n . In Backus 
n o t a t i o n : 

F igure 1 
Syntax of a LISP Form 

<form> : : « <va r i ab l e> |<cons tan t> | 
(<funct ion-name> <form> . . . <form>) 

For example, ass ign x t he va lue of the sum 
of A and t he p roduc t of B and C is w r i t t e n 
in LISP as (SETQ X (PLUS A (TIMES B C))) . 

The syn tax f o r a c o n d i t i o n a l express ion is 
co r respond ing ly s i m p l e : * 

F igu re 2 
Syntax of a c o n d i t i o n a l Expression 

< c o n d i t i o n a l expression> ::x 
(COND <clause> . . . <clause>) 

<clause> : ; = (<form> <form>) 

Note t h a t t h e r e are no I F ' s , THEN's, 
BEGIN's, END'S, or semi -co lons . LISP avoids 
the problem o f pa rs i ng the c o n d i t i o n a l 
exp ress ion , i . e . , d e l i m i t i n g t h e i n d i v i d u a l 
c lauses , and d e l i m i t i n g the p red i ca tes and 
consequents w i t h i n the c l auses , by r e q u i r i n g 
t h a t each c lause be a separate element in 
the c o n d i t i o n a l exp ress ion , namely a 
s u b l i s t , o f which the p r e d i c a t e i s always 
the f i r s t e lement , and t he consequent t he 
second element- As an example, l e t us 
consider t he f o l l o w i n g c o n d i t i o n a l 
express ion which embodies a recu rs i ve 
d e f i n i t i o n f o r FACTORIALS** 

F igure 3 
Recurs ive D e f i n i t i o n o f F a c t o r i a l 

(COND 
( (EQ N 0) 

(T (TIMES N (FACTORIAL (SOB1 N ) ) ) ) ) 

* A c t u a l l y , a c lause can have more than 
two consequents, in which case each form 
is eva lua ted and t he va lue o f the l a s t 
form re tu rned as the va l ue o f t he 
c o n d i t i o n a l . However, f o r t he purposes 
of t h i s d i s c u s s i o n , we can con f ine 
ou rse lves to t h e case where a c lause has 
on l y one consequent. 

** The express ion in F igure 3 is shown as 
i t would be p r i n t e d by a s p e c i a l 
f o r m a t t i n g program c a l l e d PRETTYPRINT. 
PRETTYPRINT a t tempts to make the 
s t r u c t u r e of LISP express ions more 
manageable by j u d i c i o u s use of 
i d e n t a t i o n and break ing the ou tpu t i n t o 
separate l i n e s . I t s ex i s tence i s a 
t a c i t acknowledgment o f t he f a c t t h a t 
LISP programs r e q u i r e more i n f o r m a t i o n 
than t h a t con ta ined s o l e l y i n the 
p a r e n t h e s i z a t i o n in order to make them 
e a s i l y readab le by peop le . 
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The f i r s t c lause i n t h i s c o n d i t i o n a l i s the 
l i s t o f two elements ((EQ NO) 1 ) , which 
says i f (EQ N 0) i s t r u e , i . e . , i f N i s 
equal to 0, then r e t u r n 1 as the va lue of 
the c o n d i t i o n a l exp ress ion , o therwise go on 
to t he second c lause . The second c lause is 
(T (TIMES N (FACTORIAL (SUB1 N) ) ) ) , which 
says i f T is t r u e (a t a u t o l o g y - t h e ELSE of 
ALGOL c o n d i t i o n a l s ) , r e t u r n the product of N 
and (FACTORIAL (SUB1 N ) ) . The l a t t e r is 
eva lua ted by f i r s t e v a l u a t i n g (SUB1 N) , and 
then c a l l i n g FACTORIAL ( recu rs i ve l y ) on t h i s 
v a l u e . 

As a r e s u l t of the s t r u c t u r i n g of 
c o n d i t i o n a l exp ress ions , LISP does not have 
to search f o r words such as I F , THEN, ELSE, 
ELSEIF, e t c . , when i n t e r p r e t i n g or compi l ing 
c o n d i t i o n a l express ions i n order t o d e l i m i t 
c lauses and t h e i r c o n s t i t u e n t s : t h i s 
grouping i s s p e c i f i e d by t he parentheses, 
and is performed at i n p u t t ime by the READ 
program which creates the l i s t s t r u c t u r e 
used to rep resen t t he express ion . 
S i m i l a r l y , LISP does n o t have to worry about 
how to parse express ions such as A+B+C, 
s ince (A+B)*C must be w r i t t e n unambiguously 
as (TIMES (PLUS A B) c ) , and A+(B*C) as 
(PLUS A (TIMES B C ) ) . In f a c t , t h e r e are no 
reserved words in LISP such as I F , THEN, 
AND, OR, FOR, DO, BEGIN, END, e t c . , n o r 
reserved charac te rs l i k e + , - , * , / , = , «-, 
e t c . * This e l i m i n a t e s e n t i r e l y the need f o r 
parsers and precedence r u l e s in the LISP 
i n t e r p r e t e r and c o m p i l e r , and thereby makes 
program man ipu la t i on of LISP programs 
s t r a i g h t f o r w a r d . In o t h e r words, a program 
t h a t " l o o k s a t " o ther LISP programs does no t 
need to i n c o r p o r a t e a l o t o f s y n t a c t i c 
i n f o r m a t i o n . For example, a LISP 
i n t e r p r e t e r can be w r i t t e n in one or two 
pages o f LISP c o d e . ' I t i s f o r t h i s reason 
t h a t LISP is by f a r t h e most s u i t a b l e , and 
f r e q u e n t l y used , programming language f o r 
w r i t i n g programs t h a t deal w i t h o ther 
programs as da ta , e . g . , programs t h a t 
ana lyze , mod i f y , o r cons t ruc t o ther 
programs. 

However, i t i s p r e c i s e l y t h i s same 
s i m p l i c i t y of syntax t h a t makes LISP 
programs d i f f i c u l t t o read and w r i t e 
( e s p e c i a l l y f o r b e g i n n e r s ) , 'push ing down' 
is something programs do very w e l l , and 
people do p o o r l y . As an example, cons ider 
the f o l l o w i n g two " e q u i v a l e n t " sentences: 

"The r a t t h a t t he c a t t h a t the dog 
t h a t I owned chased caught a te t he 
cheese. " 

versus 

" I own t he dog t h a t chased the ca t 
t h a t caught t he r a t t h a t a te t he 
cheese. " 

Na tu ra l language con ta ins many l i n g u i s t i c 
dev ices Buch as t h a t i l l u s t r a t e d in the 
second sentence above f o r m in im iz ing 

* except f o r parentheses (and p e r i o d ) , 
which are used f o r i n d i c a t i n g s t r u c t u r e , 
and space and e n d - o f - l i n e , which are 
used f o r d e l i m i t i n g i d e n t i f i e r s . 

embedding, because embedded sentences are 
more d i f f i c u l t to grasp and understand than 
equ i va len t non-embedded ones (even when the 
l a t t e r sentences are somewhat l o n g e r ) . 
S i m i l a r l y , most h i gh l e v e l programming 
languages o f f e r s y n t a c t i c devices f o r 
reducing apparent depth and complex i ty of a 
program: t he reserved words and i n f i x 
opera tors used in ALGOL-like languages 
s imul taneous ly d e l i m i t operands and 
o p e r a t i o n s , and a lso convey meaning to t he 
programmer. They are f a r more i n t u i t i v e 
than parentheses. In f a c t , s ince LISP uses 
parentheses ( i . e . , l i s t s ) f o r almost a l l 
s y n t a c t i c forms, t h e r e i s very l i t t l e 
i n f o r m a t i o n conta ined i n t he parentheses f o r 
the person reading a LISP program, and so 
the parentheses tend most ly to be i gno red : 
the meaning of a p a r t i c u l a r LISP express ion 
f o r people i s found almost e n t i r e l y i n t he 
words, not in t he s t r u c t u r e . For example, 
the expression in F igure 4 

F igure 4 
care less D e f i n i t i o n o f F a c t o r i a l 

(COND (EQ N 0) 1) 
(T TIMES N FACTORIAL ( (SUB1 N) ) ) 

is recogn izab le as FACTORIAL even though 
there are f i v e misplaced o r miss ing 
parentheses. Grouping words together in 
parentheses is done more f o r L ISP's b e n e f i t , 
than f o r the programmer's. 

CLISP is designed to make LISP programs 
eas ier to read and w r i t e by p e r m i t t i n g the 
user t o employ var ious i n f i x ope ra to r s , I F -
THEN- ELSE s ta tements , FOR-DO-WHILE-UNLESS-
FROM-TO-etc. express ions , which are 
au toma t i ca l l y conver ted to equ i va len t LISP 
expressions when they are f i r s t i n t e r p r e t e d . 
For example, FACTORIAL cou ld be w r i t t e n in 
CLISP as shown in F igure 5. 

F igure 5 
CLISP D e f i n i t i o n Of FACTORIAL 

( IF N=0 THEN 1 ELSE N*(FACTORIAL N-1)) 

Note t h a t t h i s express ion would be 
represented i n t e r n a l l y ( a f t e r i t had been 
i n t e r p r e t e d once) as shown in F igure 3, so 
t h a t programs t h a t might have to analyse or 
o therwise process t h i s express ion could t ake 
advantage of the s imple syntax . 

CLISP a l s o conta ins f a c i l i t i e s f o r making 
sense out of expressions such as the 
care less c o n d i t i o n a l shown in F igure 4 . 
Fur thermore, CLISP w i l l de tec t those cases 
which would no t generate LISP e r r o r s , but 
are never the less obv ious ly no t what the 
programmer in tended . For example, t he 
express ion (QUOTE <expression> <form>) w i l l 
not cause a LISP e r r o r , but <form> would 
never be seen by the i n t e r p r e t e r . Th is is 
c l e a r l y a parentheses e r r o r . CLISP uses 
both l o c a l and g l o b a l i n f o r m a t i o n t o d e t e c t , 
and where p o s s i b l e , r e p a i r such e r r o r s . 
However, t h i s paper w i l l concent ra te 
p r i m a r i l y on t he syntax ex tens ion aspects o f 
CLISP, and leave a d i s c u s s i o n of the 
semantic issues f o r a l a t e r t i m e . 
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There have been s i m i l a r e f f o r t s in o ther 
LISP systems, most n o t a b l y t he MLISP 
language a t S t a n f o r d . * CLISP d i f f e r s from 
these i n t h a t i t does n o t at tempt t o rep lace 
the LISP language so much as to augment i t . 
I n f a c t , one o f the p r i n c i p a l c r i t e r i a i n 
the design of CLISP was t h a t users be ab le 
to f r e e l y i n t e r m i x LISP and CLISP w i thou t 
having t o i d e n t i f y which i s w h i c h . Users 
can w r i t e programs, o r t ype i n express ions 
f o r e v a l u a t i o n , in L ISP, CLISP, o r a m ix tu re 
o f bo th . In t h i s way, users do n o t have to 
l e a r n a whole new language and syntax in 
order t o be ab le t o use se lec ted f a c i l i t i e s 
of CLISP when and where they f i n d them 
u s e f u l . 

CLISP i s implemented v i a t h e e r r o r 
c o r r e c t i o n machinery in INTERLISP*. Thus, any 
express ion t h a t i s we l l - f o rmed f rom LISP'S 
s tandpo in t w i l l never be seen by CLISP 
( e . g . , i f the user de f i ned a f u n c t i o n I F , he 

would e f f e c t i v e l y t u r n o f f t h a t p a r t o f 
CLISP). Th is means t h a t i n t e r p r e t e d 
programs t h a t do n o t use CLISP cons t ruc t s do 
not pay f o r i t s a v a i l a b i l i t y b y s lower 
execut ion t i m e . I n f a c t , t he i n t e r p r e t e r 
does not •know* about CLISP a t a l l . I t 
operates as b e f o r e , and when an erroneous 
form i s encountered, t he i n t e r p r e t e r c a l l s 
a n e r r o r r o u t i n e which i n t u r n invokes t he 
Do-what-I-Mean (DWIM) a n a l y z e r s ' » ■ • which 
con ta ins CLISP. I f t h e express ion i n 
ques t ion t u r n s out to be a CLISP c o n s t r u c t , 
the equ i va len t LISP form i s r e t u rned t o the 
i n t e r p r e t e r . I n a d d i t i o n , the o r i g i n a l CLISP 
exp ress ion , i s mod i f i ed s o t h a t i t becomes 
the c o r r e c t l y t r a n s l a t e d LISP f o r m . I n t h i s 
way, the a n a l y s i s and t r a n s l a t i o n are done 
on ly once. 

I n t e g r a t i n g CLISP i n t o the LISP system 
( ins tead o f , f o r example, implement ing i t a s 
a separate preprocessor) makes poss ib l e Do-
What-I-Mean f e a t u r e s f o r CLISP c o n s t r u c t s as 
w e l l as f o r pure LISP e x p r e s s i o n s . * For 
example, i f t h e user has de f i ned a f u n c t i o n 
named GET-PARENT, CLISP would know no t to 
a t tempt to i n t e r p r e t the form (GET-PARENT) 
as an a r i t h m e t i c i n f i x o p e r a t i o n . 
( A c t u a l l y , CLISP would never ge t to see t h i s 
f o rm, s ince i t does no t con ta i n any e r r o r s . ) 
I f the user m is taken l y w r i t e s (GET-PRAENT), 
CLISP would know he meant (GET-PARENT), and 
n o t (DIFFERENCE GET PRAENT), by u s i n g t h e 
i n f o r m a t i o n t h a t PRAENT is not t h e name of a 
v a r i a b l e , and t h a t GET-PARENT is t h e name of 
a user f u n c t i o n whose s p e l l i n g is " ve r y 
c l o s e " to t h a t o f GET-PRAENT. S i m i l a r l y , by 
us ing i n f o r m a t i o n about t he program's 
environment n o t r e a d i l y a v a i l a b l e to a 
preprocessor , CLISP can s u c c e s s f u l l y r eso l ve 
the f o l l o w i n g s o r t s o f a m b i g u i t i e s : 

* INTERLISP ( f o rmer l y BBK-LISP6) is 
implemented under the BBN TENEX 
t imesha r ing system2 and i s j o i n t l y 
main ta ined and developed by Xerox Palo 
A l t o Research Center and B o l t , Beranek, 
and Newman, I n c . , Cambridge, Mass. I t 
i s c u r r e n t l y be ing used a t v a r i o u s s i t e s 
on t h e ARPA Network, i n c l u d i n g PARC, 
BBN, I S I , S R I - A I , e t c . 

1) (LIST X*FACT N ) , where FACT is the name 
of a v a r i a b l e , means (LIST (X*FACT) N) . 

2) (LIST X*FACT N) , where FACT is not the 
name of a v a r i a b l e but i n s t e a d is t he 
name of a f u n c t i o n , means 
(LIST X*(FACT N)>, i . e . , N is FACT'S 
argument. 

3) (LIST X*FACT(N)), FACT the name of a 
f u n c t i o n (and n o t the name of a 
v a r i a b l e ) , means (LIST X* (FACT N)) . 

4) cases ( 1 ) , (2) and (3) w i t h FACT 
m i s s p e l l e d ! 

The f i r s t express ion i s c o r r e c t bo th from 
the s tandpo in t of CLISP syntax and semantics 
and the change would be made w i t h o u t the 
user be ing n o t i f i e d . I n t h e o the r cases, 
the user would be in formed or consu l ted 
about what was t a k i n g p l a c e . For example, 
to take an extreme case, suppose t he 
express ion (LIST X*FCCT N) were encountered, 
where t h e r e was bo th a f u n c t i o n named FACT 
and a v a r i a b l e named FCT. The user would 
f i r s t be asked i f FCCT were a m i s s p e l l i n g of 
FCT. I f he s a i d YES, the express ion would 
be i n t e r p r e t e d as (LIST (X*FCT) N ) . * I f he 
sa id NO, the user would be asked if FCCT 
were a m i s s p e l l i n g of FACT, i . e . , i f he 
in tended X*FCCT N to mean X*(FACT N) . If he 
sa id YES to t h i s q u e s t i o n , the i n d i c a t e d 
t r a n s f o r m a t i o n would be per fo rmed. I f he 
sa id NO, t he system would then ask i f X*FCCT 
was to be t r e a t e d as CLISP, s ince FCCT is 
not t he name of a (bound) v a r i a b l e . * * I f he 

* Through t h i s d i s c u s s i o n , we speak of 
CLISP or DWIM ask ing t he use r . 
A c t u a l l y , i f the express ion i n ques t ion 
was typed in by t h e user f o r immediate 
e x e c u t i o n , the user i s s imply informed 
of t he t r a n s f o r m a t i o n , on the grounds 
t h a t the user would p r e f e r an occas iona l 
m i s i n t e r p r e t a t i o n r a t h e r than be ing 
c o n t i n u o u s l y bo the red , e s p e c i a l l y s ince 
he can always re t ype what he in tended i f 
a mis take occu rs , and ask the 
programmer's a s s i s t a n t to UNDO the 
e f f e c t s o f the mistaken ope ra t i ons i f 
n e c e s s a r y . ' For t r a n s f o r m a t i o n s on 
express ions i n h i s programs, the user 
can i n f o r m CLISP whether he wishes to 
opera te in CAUTIOUS or TRUSTING mode. 
In t h e former case (most t y p i c a l ) the 
user w i l l be asked to approve 
t r a n s f o r m a t i o n s , i n t he l a t t e r , CLISP 
w i l l opera te a s i t does o n t y p e - i n , 
i . e . , per form the t r a n s f o r m a t i o n a f t e r 
i n f o r m i n g t he user . 

* * This ques t i on is impo r tan t because many 
of our LISP users a l ready have programs 
t h a t employ v a r i a b l e s whose names 
c o n t a i n CLISP o p e r a t o r s . Thus, i f CLISP 
encounters t he express ion A/B in a 
c o n t e x t where e i t h e r A or B are no t t he 
names o f v a r i a b l e s , i t w i l l ask the user 
i f A/B i s in tended t o b e CLISP, i n case 
the user r e a l l y does have a f r e e 
v a r i a b l e named A / B , bu t has mis taken ly 
used A/B here in a con tex t where i t was 
n o t bound. 
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sa id YES, the express ion would be 
t rans fo rmed , i f NO, i t would b e l e f t a lone, 
i . e . , as (LIST X*FCCT N) . Note t h a t we have 
not even cons idered the case where X*FCCT is 
i t s e l f a m i s s p e l l i n g of a v a r i a b l e name, as 
w i t h GET-PRAENT. This s o r t of 
t r a n s f o r m a t i o n would be considered a f t e r the 
user s a i d NO to x*FCCT N -> X*(FACT W). The 
complete graph o f the poss ib le 
i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s f o r (LIST X*FCCT N) where 
FCT and XFCT a re t he names of v a r i a b l e s , and 
FACT is the name of a f u n c t i o n , is shown in 
F igure 6. 

The f i n a l s t a t e s f o r the v a r i o u s t e r m i n a l 
nodes shown in F igure 6 a r e : 

CLISP can a l s o handle parentheses e r r o r s 
caused by t y p i n g 8 or 9 f o r ' (• or ' ) ' - (On 
most t e r m i n a l s , 8 and 9 are t h e lower case 
charac te rs f o r ' ( • and « ) ' , i . e . , •(< and 
'8' appear on the same key, as do • ) ' and 
• 9• . ) For example, i f t he user w r i t e s 
N*8FACTORIAL N - 1 , the parentheses e r r o r can 
be detected and f i x e d be fore t h e i n f i x 
opera to r * is conver ted to the LISP f u n c t i o n 
TIMES. CLISP i s ab le to d i s t i n g u i s h t h i s 
s i t u a t i o n f rom cases l i k e N*8*X meaning 
(TIMES N 8 X ) , or N*8X, where 8X is the name 
of a v a r i a b l e , again by us ing i n f o r m a t i o n 
about t he programming envi ronment . In f a c t , 
by i n t e g r a t i n g CLISP w i t h DWIM, CLISP has 
been made s u f f i c i e n t l y t o l e r a n t of e r r o r s 
t h a t almost e v e r y t h i n g can be m i s s p e l l e d ! * 
For example, CLISP can success fu l l y 
t r a n s l a t e t h e d e f i n i t i o n o f FACTORIAL: 

(IFFN*0 THENN 1 ESLE N*8FACTTORIALNN-1) 

* Where m i s s p e l l i n g inc ludes running 
ad jacent words t o g e t h e r , as shown in 
example. 

to the form shown in F igure 3, w h i l e making 
5 s p e l l i n g c o r r e c t i o n s and f i x i n g t he 
parenthes is e r r o r . * 

This s o r t o f robustness p r e v a i l s throughout 
CLISP. For example, the i t e r a t i v e statement 
permi ts the user t o say t h i ngs l i k e : 

(FOR OLD X-M TO N 
DO (PRINT X) WHILE (PRIMEP X ) ) * * 

However, the user can a lso w r i t e OLD (X--M) , 
(OLD X-M), (OLD (X-M>) , permute t h e order of 
the o p e r a t o r s , e . g . , DO (PRINT X) 
TO N FOR OLD X+M WHILE (PRIMEP X) , omit 
e i t h e r or bo th sets o f parentheses, m isspe l l 
any or a l l of the opera tors FOR, OLD, TO, 
DO, or WHILE, or leave out the word DO 
e n t i r e l y l And, of course, he can a l so 
m isspe l l PRINT, PRIMEP, M, or N ! * * * 

CLISP is w e l l i n t eg ra ted i n t o the INTERLISP 
system. For example, the above i t e r a t i v e 
statement t r a n s l a t e s i n t o an equ iva len t LISP 
form us ing PROG, COND, GO, e t c . * * * * When the 
i n t e r p r e t e r subsequently encounters t h i s 
CLISP exp ress ion , i t a u t o m a t i c a l l y obta ins 
and eva luates the t r a n s l a t i o n . S i m i l a r l y , 
the compi ler "knows" to compi le the 
t r a n s l a t e d fo rm. However, i f t he user 
PRETTYPRINTS h i s program, at the 
corresponding po in t i n h ie f u n c t i o n , 
PRETTYPRINT "knows" to p r i n t the o r i g i n a l 
CLISP. S i m i l a r l y , when the user e d i t s h i s 
program, the e d i t o r makes the t r a n s l a t i o n 
i n v i s i b l e t o t he user. I f the user modi f ies 
the CLISP, the t r a n s l a t i o n i s au toma t i ca l l y 
d iscarded and recomputed the next t ime the 
expression i s eva lua ted . 

* CLISP a l so conta ins a f a c i l i t y f o r 
conve r t i ng from LISP hack to CLISP, so 
t h a t a f t e r running the above d e f i n i t i o n 
of FACTORIAL, the user cou ld ,CLISPIFY» 
t o o b t a i n : 
( IF N=0 THEN 1 ELSE N*(FACTORIAL N-1)) -

** This expression should be s e l f 
exp lana to ry , except poss ib l y f o r the 
opera tor OLD, which says X is to be the 
v a r i a b l e o f i t e r a t i o n , i . e . , the one t o 
be stepped from M to N, but X is not to 
be rebound. Thus when t h i s loop 
f i n i s h e s execu t i on , X w i l l be equal to 
N. 
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I n s h o r t , CLISP i s no t a language a t a l l , 
bu t r a t h e r a system. I t p lays a r o l e 
analagous to t h a t o f the programmer's 
a s s i s t a n t . * Whereas t h e programmer's 
a s s i s t a n t i s a n i n v i s i b l e i n te rmed ia ry agent 
between the u s e r ' s conso le requests and the 
LISP e x e c u t i v e , CLISP s i t s between t he 
u s e r ' s programs and t he LISP i n t e r p r e t e r . 

Only a sma l l e f f o r t has been devoted to 
d e f i n i n g a core syn tax f o r CLISP. I n s t e a d , 
most of the e f f o r t has been concent ra ted on 
p r o v i d i n g a f a c i l i t y wh ich ' 'makes sense' out 
o f t h e i n p u t express ions us ing con tex t 
i n f o r m a t i o n as w e l l as b u i l t - i n and acqu i red 
i n f o r m a t i o n about user and system programs. 
Jus t as communication is based on t he 
i n t e n t i o n o f the speaker to produce an 
e f f e c t i n t he r e c i p i e n t , CLISP operates 
under t h e assumption t h a t what t he user sa id 
was in tended to rep resen t a meaningfu l 
o p e r a t i o n , and t h e r e f o r e t r i e s ve ry hard t o 
make sense ou t of i t . The m o t i v a t i o n behind 
CLISP is no t to p rov i de the user w i t h many 
d i f f e r e n t ways of say ing t he same t h i n g , but 
to enable him to wor ry l e s s about the 
s y n t a c t i c aspects o f h i s communication w i t h 
the system. I n o ther words, i t g i v e s the 
user a new degree of freedom by p e r m i t t i n g 
him to concen t ra te more on the problem at 
hand, r a t h e r than on t r a n s l a t i o n i n t o a 
fo rma l and unambiguous language. 

CLISP has j u s t become o p e r a t i o n a l and the 
expected r e a c t i o n s and suggest ions from 
users w i l l do much towards p o l i s h i n g and 
r e f i n i n g i t . However, t h e f o l l o w i n g 
anecdote suggests a f avo rab le p rognos i s : 
a f t e r be ing c u r s o r i l y i n t r o d u c e d to some o f 
the f e a t u r e s o f CLISP, two users wanted to 
t r y o u t t he i t e r a t i v e statement f a c i l i t y , 
but n e i t h e r o f them were sure o f the exact 
syn tax . The f i r s t user thought t h a t i f they 
j u s t t yped i n something " r easonab le " , t he 
system would f i g u r e ou t what they meant. 
And i t d i d ! 
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A b s t r a c t 
T h i s pape r d e s c r i b e s a p rogramming l a n g u ­

age f o r A r t i f i c i a l I n t e l l i g e n c e a p p l i c a t i o n s 
w h i c h o f f e r s 

(a) a d a t a b a s e , i n t h e f o r m o f a c o l l e c t i o n 
o f l a b e l e d d i r e c t e d g raphs where know ledge can 
be s t o r e d 

(b) p a t t e r n d i r e c t e d i n f o r m a t i o n r e t r i e v a l 
and p a t t e r n i n v o k e d f u n c t i o n c a l l s 

( c ) p r i m i t i v e s t a t e m e n t s w h i c h e n a b l e t he 
use r t o c o n s t r u c t f l e x i b l e s e a r c h i n g a l g o r -
i t h m s . 

The l anguage is an e x t e n s i o n of SNOBOL in 
i t s d e s i g n and i m p l e m e n t a t i o n and uses 
SNOBOL's s t r i n g p a t t e r n m a t c h i n g f a c i l i t i e s 
f o r i t s own ( g r a p h ) p a t t e r n m a t c h i n g . 

1 . I n t r o d u c t i o n 

l.pak was d e s i g n e d 
o r d e r t o f a c i l i t a t e A I 
v e r s i t y o f T o r o n t o . I t 
by o t h e r l anguages d e s i 
such as C0NNIVF.R[1,2] , 
S A I L [ 5 , 6 ] , and our d e c i 
an e x t e n s i o n of SNOBOL 
i n e x p e n s i v e ( i n te rms o 
r e q u i r e d f o r t h e e x e c u t 

T h i s pape r o n l y d i 
t u r e s of l.pak, how the 
r e l a t i o n t o f e a t u r e s o f 
f o r AI , and t h e success 
m e n t a t i o n . More d e t a i l 
a v a i l a b l e e l s e w h e r e [ 7 ] 
t he r e a d e r i s f a m i l i a r 
o f SNOBOL [ 8 ] . 

and imp lemen ted in 
r e s e a r c h a t t he U n i -
s d e s i g n was i n f l u e n c e d 
gned f o r s i m i l a r reasons 
PLANNFR[3] , Q A 4 [ 4 ] , 
s i o n t o imp lement i t a s 
and keep i t r e l a t i v e l y 
f t h e t i m e and space 
i o n o f p r o g r a m s ) . 

scusses t h e main f e a -
y can be u s e d , t h e i r 
f e r e d b y o t h e r l anguages 

o f t he c u r r e n t i m p l c -
s on t he l anguage are 

I t i s assumed t h a t 
w i t h t he b a s i c f e a t u r e s 

2. The Data Base 

The d a t a base 
s i s t s o f a c o l l e c t i 
g raphs ( h e r e a f t e r g 
i n F I G . 1 . A l i s t 
i n t r a n s i t i v e edges 
n o d e , w h i c h d e f i n e 
o b j e c t r e p r e s e n t e d 
w h i c h h o l d be tween 
o f t he same g r a p h . 

A l i n e a r o r d e r 
each g r a p h d e f i n e d 
NEXT. 

ABOVE 

f o r each l.pak p r o g r a m c o n -
o n o f d i r e c t e d , l a b e l e d 
r a p h s ) such as t h a t shown 
o f t r a n s i t i v e a n d / o r 
i s a s s o c i a t e d w i t h each 
e i t h e r p r o p e r t i e s o f ( t h e 
by ) t he node o r r e l a t i o n s 
t h e node and o t h e r e l e m e n t s 

e x i s t s f o r t he nodes o f 
b y s p e c i a l edges l a b e l e d 

TYPE SUN 

ABOVE 

TYPE HOUSE TYPE TREE 

Edge l a b e l s ( p r o p e r t i e s ) c o n s i s t o f one 
or more atoms s e p a r a t e d by u n d e r s c o r e s . The 
f i r s t atom i s t he a t t r i b u t e o f t he p r o p e r t y , 
w h i l e subsequent atoms a re i t s modi f i e r s . 

I n f o r m a t i o n can be r e t r i e v e d f rom t h e 
da ta base by m a t c h i n g ( g r a p h ) p a t t e r n s 
a g a i n s t i t . 

P a t t e r n s a rc s p e c i f i e d i n terms o f s e ­
quences o f p a t h d e s c r i p t i o n s . For e x a m p l e , 
t he p a t t e r n 

<$X,(LEFT_AARB?YJ , (FAR).SW-
c o n t a i n s one p a t h d e s c r i p t i o n wh ich w i l l 
match p a t h s t h a t 

(a) Beg in a t t he node w h i c h i s t he v a l u e o f 
atom X , 

(b) Move a l o n g an edge whose l a b e l has LEFT 
as a t t r i b u t e and is f o l l o w e d by at l e a s t one 
m o d i f i e r , 

( c ) Move a l o n g an edge whose l a b e l has FAR 
a s a t t r i b u t e , 

(d) End at node $W. 

I f such a p a t h connec ts nodes $X and 
$W f o r a p a r t i c u l a r d a t a b a s e , t he p a t t e r n 
match succeeds and the m o d i f i e r o f LEFT is 
a s s i g n e d to atom Y , w h i l e t h e g raph p a t t e r n 
match r e t u r n s $W , t he l a s t node v i ? i t e d 
d u r i n g t h e m a t c h . P a t t e r n s are e v a l u a t e d b y 
t he f u n c t i o n SEARCH. 

AARB is a 
will ma tch any 
o t h e r b u i I t - i n 
s i m i l a r t o t ho 
u s e r s p e c i fy c 
g raph p a t t e r n s 
i s e s s e n t i a l l y 
m a t c h i ng and c 
t he s t r i n g p a t 
SNOBOL. 

Note t h a t 
w h i c h w i l l mat 
e x a m p l e , t he p 

SEARCH( 
c o u l d r e t u r n n 
The p a t t e r n ma 
o f t h e two nod 

s p e c i a l p r o p e r t y p a t t e r n w h i c h 
a tom. l.pak o f f e r s s e v e r a l 
p r o p e r t y p a t t e r n s and o p e r a t o r s 

se o f f e r e d by SNOBOL to h e l p t he 
l a s s e s o f edge l a b e l s i n h i s 

Thus ( g r a p h ) p a t t e r n m a t c h i n g 
d r i v e n b y p r o p e r t y p a t t e r n 

an be e a s i l y imp lemented u s i n g 
t e r n m a t c h i n g f a c i l i t i e s i n 

t h e r e may be s e v e r a l p a t h s 
ch t h e same p a t t e r n . For 
a t t e r n match 
<$X, (LEFT) , (ABOVE^FAR)>) 
ode n1 o r nZ I n F I G . 2 . 
t c h however w i l l r e t u r n j u s t one 
es . 

F I G . 2 . 

We w i l l show l a t e r how t o g e n e r a t e a l l 
t he m a t c h i n g a l t e r n a t i v e s . 

I n f o r m a t i o n can be added to o r d e l e t e d 
f r o m t h e d a t a base t h r o u g h t he s p e c i a l 
f u n c t i o n s ADD and DEL. 

ADD's ma in f u n c t i o n i s t o c r e a t e new i n ­
f o r m a t i o n w i t h a g r a p h as c o n t e x t . For 
e x a m p l e , t h e f u n c t i o n c a l l 
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ADD(<$X , (LEFT) , (FAR) ,?W>) 
w i l l c r e a t e enough new edges and nodes to make 
t he p a t t e r n match o f i t s a rgument a g a i n s t t h e 
d a t a base s u c c e s s f u l . I n t h e p r o c e s s , a (node) 
v a l u e w i l l be a s s i g n e d to W . ADD w i l l a l s o 
p e r f o r i n a s i m p l e c o n s i s t e n c y - r edundancy t e s t 
f o r each new edge a t t a c h e d to a n o d e , w i t h 
r e s p e c t t o t he edge l i s t o f t h a t n o d e . Thus 
an i n t r a n s i t i v e edge l a b e l e d TYPE HOUSE w i l l 
n o t be added to t he edge l i s t o f a node w h i c h 
a l r e a d y c o n t a i n s an edge l a b e l e d TYPE_H0USE 
TALL because i t i s r e d u n d a n t . 

An example o f a DEL f u n c t i o n c a l l i s 
D E L ( < ? X , ( L E F T ) , - $ Y , ( R T G H T ) > ) 

where t h e s p e c i a l o p e r a t o r ' - ' s p e c i f i e s 
t h a t t h e node o r edge i t o p e r a t e s on must be 
d e l e t e d . For t h i s f u n c t i o n c a l l , a p a t t e r n 
match t a k e s p l a c e f i r s t , and i f u n s u c c e s s f u l 
t he c a l l f a i l s ; o t h e r w i s e t h e node $ Y i s 
d e l e t e d a l o n g w i t h a l l t he edges t h a t p o i n t , t o 
o r away f r o m i t . 

l.pak a l s o o f f e r s SNOBOL t a b l e s and 
a r r a y s a s means f o r r e p r e s e n t i n g i n f o r m a t i o n . 
M o r e o v e r , as in SNOBOL, t he u s e r can d e f i n e 
h i s own d a t a t y p e s . E x p l i c i t l i s t f a c i l i t i e s 
u s i n g CONS, CAR and CDR and l i s t n o t a t i o n a re 
p r o v i d e d . Exp ress i o n s such as 

$L = ($A, $B, $C, $D) 
may b e used t o c o n s t r u c t l i s t s ; h e r e t h e v a l u e 
o f L i s a f o u r e l emen t l i s t . 

3 - Program S t r u c t u r e and C o n t r o l 

l.pak s t a t e m e n t s a re s i m i l a r t o t h e i r 
SNOBOL c o u s i n s . For e x a m p l e , t h e s t a t e m e n t 

A: DEL(<$X, (LEFT) , - (R1GIITJVB0YE) >) : S ( A ) F ( B ) 
i s l a b e l e d A , and w i l l a t t e m p t t o d e l e t e t he 
edge whose l a b e l matched R1GHT_AB0VE, i f t he 
p a t t e r n match o f <$X,(LEFT),(R]CHT_ABOVE)> 
a g a i n s t t he d a t a base s u c c e e d s . I f t h e DEL 
f u n c t i o n c a l l s u c c e e d s , c o n t r o l i s passed back 
to A , o t h e r w i s e c o n t r o l i s p a s s e d to t h e 
s t a t e m e n t l a b e l e d B . 

Each l.pak s t a t e m e n t w i l l succeed o r f a i l 
and t h i s can be used f o r p r o g r a m c o n t r o l . Un-
l e s s o t h e r w i s e s p e c i f i e d , c o n t r o l w i l l pass t o 
t he n e x t s t a t e m e n t of a l.pak p r o g r a m . Thus 
b a c k t r a c k i n g as e n c o u n t e r e d in PLANNER and QA4 
i s o n l y o f f e r e d d u r i n g g raph p a t t e r n m a t c h i n g 
i n l.pak. A d i f f e r e n t k i n d o f b a c k t r a c k i n g 
w i l l b e d i s c u s s e d l a t e r . 

4 . F u n c t i o n Requesjts_ 

4 . 1 . E x p l i c i t f u n c t i o n r e q u e s t s 

l.pak f u n c t i o n s can be d e f i n e d t h r o u g h 
PDEFINE. For e x a m p l e , t h e s t a t e m e n t 
PDEFINE(NEW(X:NODE]NULL,Y:PROPERTY|PATTERN,? Z) 

W_W1,NEW) 
d e f i n e s a f u n c t i o n named NEW w i t h t h r e e f o r m a l 
p a r a m e t e r s ; t h e f i r s t must be o f t y p e NODE o r 
have a s v a l u e t h e n u l l s t r i n g , t h e second o f 
t y p e PROPERTY o r PATTERN, w h i l e t h e t h i r d i s 
c a l l e d b y r e s u l t . Thus t h e s t a t e m e n t 

NEW($X1,$Y1,$Z1) 
w i l l f a i l even b e f o r e NEW i s c a l l e d because 
t h e t h i r d a rgument i s n o t c a l l e d b y r e s u l t , 
w h i l e 

NEW($X1,$Y1,?Z1) 
w i l l p r o c e e d w i t h t he e x e c u t i o n o f t h e f u n c t i o n 
c a l l i f $X1 i s a node o r t h e n u l l s t r i n g , 
and $Y1 is a p r o p e r t y o r a ( g r a p h ) p a t t e r n . 

The s p e c i f i c a t i o n o f a l l o w a b l e t y p e s f o r 
each f o r m a l p a r a m e t e r does n o t mean t h a t t h e 

t y p e o f f u n c t i o n a rguments i s f i x e d i n s i d e a 
f u n c t i o n c a l l ; i t o n l y h e l p s t o check w h e t h e r 
t he f u n c t i o n r e q u e s t makes s e n s e . 

The same f u n c t i o n name may be used i n s i d e 
s e v e r a l PDEFINE c a l l s , t h u s g i v i n g t h e same 
name t o s e v e r a l d i f f e r e n t f u n c t i o n s . T h i s 
means t h a t a s t a t e m e n t such as 

NEW($X1,$Y1,?Z) 
may cause s e v e r a l f u n c t i o n c a l l s u n t i ] one i s 
f o u n d t h a t s u c c e e d s . I n f a c t , t h e f u n c t i o n 
name s p e c i f i e d by a f u n c t i o n r e q u e s t in l.pak 
can be a s t r i n g p a t t e r n , as i n 

(T1I|AX) ( $ X , $ Y , ? Z ) 
w h i c h w i l l cause t h e c a l l o f any f u n c t i o n 
whose name matches t he s t r i n g p a t t e r n (THJAX) 
( i . e . , b e g i n s w i t h TH o r AX) and whose 
p a r a m e t e r d e s c r i p t i o n i s matched b y t he a r g u ­
ments o f t h e f u n c t i o n r e q u e s t . 

T h i s f e a t u r e o f f e r s t he u s e r f l e x i b i l i t y 
i n s p e c i f y i n g a f u n c t i o n r e q u e s t s i m i l a r t o 
t h a t o f f e r e d b y t heo rem p r o v e r s where each 
ax iom can be c o n s i d e r e d as a f u n c t i o n w i t h o u t 
a name to be c a l l e d whenever t h e r e is a s u s ­
p i c i o n t h a t i t may b e o f u s e . 

U n l i k e SNOBOL, l.pak t r e a t s f i e l d d e s i g ­
n a t o r s o f p r o g r a m m e r - d e f i n e d d a t a t y p e s , a r r a y 
r e f e r e n c e s and t a b l e l o o k u p s as s p e c i a l cases 
o f a f u n c t i o n r e q u e s t . T h u s , i f t he u s e r 
w r i t e s 

CAR($X) 
1.pak w i l l t r y t o t r e a t t h i s a s a f i e l d d e s i g -
n a t o r , t h e n as an a r r a y r e f e r e n c e , t hen as a 
t a b l e l o o k u p , and i f a l l t h e s e a t t e m p t s f a i l , 
i t w i l l s t a r t c a l l i n g f u n c t i o n s named CAR 
u n t i l one o f them s u c c e e d s . 

4 .2 I m p l i c i t f u n c t i o n r e q u e s t s 

I t i s o f t e n t he case t h a t i n f o r m a t i o n n o t 
s t o r e d i n t he d a t a base i s a c t u a l l y t r u e i n 
the u n i v e r s e o f d i s c o u r s e . For e x a m p l e , a 
node may r e p r e s e n t a house w h i c h has been 
r e c o g n i z e d as one o f t h e o b j e c t s r e p r e s e n t e d 
i n a l i n e d r a w i n g , and t h e q u e s t i o n "Does 
t h e r e e x i s t a n o b j e c t t o t he l e f t o f t he 
h o u s e ? " may be a s k e d . The u s e r may a t t e m p t to 
answer i t b y w r i t i n g 

SEARCH (<-$X, (LEFT_* FCN) ,?Y> ) 
where X p o i n t s t o t h e node r e p r e s e n t i n g t he 
h o u s e , and * ,FCN a r c s p e c i a l m o d i f i e r s t o be 
d i s c u s s e d l a t e r . I f t he p a t t e r n match f a i l s , 
e i t h e r t h e r e i s n o such o b j e c t , o r i t e x i s t s 
b u t i t i s n o t r e p r e s e n t e d b y a node i n t h e 
g raph where $X is imbedded . We w o u l d l i k e 
t o keep t h e v a l u e o f t he p a t t e r n match i n d e ­
pendent o f t h e s e two p o s s i b i l i t i e s and have 
t h e r e f o r e i n t r o d u c e d t he n o t i o n o f i m p ! i c i t 
f u n c t i o n r e q u e s t s ■ I n f o r m a l l y , such f u n c t i o n 
r e q u e s t s w i l l be i n v o k e d by t he sys tem i n an 
a t t e m p t t o c o n s t r u c t i n f o r m a t i o n needed f o r 
t h e s u c c e s s f u l e v a l u a t i o n o f a p a t t e r n match 
whenever t h e s p e c i a l m o d i f i e r FCN appears a t 
t h e end o f a p r o p e r t y p a t t e r n . * i s a l s o a 
s p e c i a l m o d i f i e r w h i c h s p e c i f i e s t h a t m o d i f i e r s 
t h a t f o l l o w i t s h o u l d b e t r e a t e d d i f f e r e n t l y 
b y l.pak t h a n atoms t h a t p r e c e d e i t . I n t h e 
p r e v i o u s e x a m p l e , i f t h e sys tem has f o u n d n o 
edges w h i c h l e a v e $X and match LEFT (no t 
LEFT * F C N ) , i t w i l l t h e r e f o r e c a l l f u n c t i o n s 
named" LEFT w i t h i m p l i c i t a rgument $X , l o o k i n g 
f o r one t h a t s u c c e e d s . 

Thus t he p a t t e r n match 
SEARCH(<$X,(DIMENSIONS AARB?Y AARB?Z AARB?W 

* FCN)>) 



w i l l e i t h e r match a n edge l a b e l t o t he p r o ­
p e r t y p a t t e r n 

DJMENS10NS_AARB?Y AARB?Z AARB?W 
and w i l l r e t u r n i t s m o d i f i e r s t h r o u g h Y , 2 
and W , o r i t w i l l c a l l a f u n c t i o n named 
DIMENSIONS w h i c h has t h r e e f o r m a l p a r a m e t e r s , 
a l l c a l l e d b y r e s u l t , w h i c h w i l l a t t e m p t t o 
f i n d t h e d i m e n s i o n s o f $X . In t h i s case t he 
m o d i f i e r s o f t he p r o p e r t y f o r w h i c h w e are 
t r y i n g to e s t a b l i s h an edge were used as a r g u ­
ments o f t he i m p l i c i t f u n c t i o n c a l l , w h i l e t he 
a t t r i b u t e was used as a f u n c t i o n name. In t h e 
example 

SEARCH(<$X, (TYPE_HOUSE_TALL_VKRY_*__FCN)>) 
on t h e o t h e r h a n d , we may want to e s t a b l i s h 
t he e x i s t e n c e o f a n ( i n t r a n s i t i v e ) edge 
l a b e l e d TYPEJIOUSE_TALL_VERY b y f i r s t c a l l i n g 
t he f u n c t i o n TYPE w i t h o n l y argument t he node 
$X , t h e n t he f u n c t i o n HOUSE w i t h arguments 
$X and t he o u t p u t of TYPE, t hen TALL and 
f i n a l l y VERY. I n o t h e r w o r d s , a n a t t e m p t t o 
e s t a b l i s h an edge in t he d a t a base may cause 
s e v e r a l f u n c t i o n c a l l s . 

5 . G e n e r a t o r C a l l s 

G e n e r a t o r s were i n t r o d u c e d by PLANNER 
and used e x t e n s i v e l y by CONNIVER where t h e y 
p r o v i d e one o f t h e most i m p o r t a n t language 
c o n s t r u c t s . l.pak o f f e r s them t o o , as a method 
o f g e n e r a t i n g a l t e r n a t i v e s . 

A g e n e r a t o r is d e f i n e d by a p i e c e o f code 
and is a s s i g n e d a name. For e x a m p l e , 

GEN.INT, INTEGER; 
$INT = $ I N T + 1 ; 
$DOMAIN = C0NS($]NT,$D0MA1N) : ( E X I T ) ; 

END. INT; 
d e f i n e s an i n t e g e r g e n e r a t o r named INT. T h i s 
g e n e r a t o r s i m p l y c o n s i d e r s t h e f i r s t e lemen t 
s t o r e d i n i t s DOMAIN l i s t (wh ich i s s i m i l a r t o 
CONNTVER's p o s s i b i l i t i e s l i s t ) , i n c r e m e n t s i t 
b y 1 , s t o r e s t h e r e s u l t i n DOMAIN, and r e t u r n s 
i t a s v a l u e . EXIT s p e c i f i e s t h a t e x e c u t i o n o f 
t h i s g e n e r a t o r c a l l i s c o m p l e t e and t h a t i t s 
DOMAIN l i s t s h o u l d b e k e p t a c t i v e f o r f u t u r e 
c a l l s . 

A g e n e r a t o r can be used once i t has been 
bound to an a tom. Thus 

$X <= I N T ( 5 ) 
a s s i g n s t h e g e n e r a t o r INT t o X and i n i t i a l ­
i z e s i t s DOMAIN l i s t t o ( 5 ) . Now whenever we 
w r i t e X< > , t he INT g e n e r a t o r w i l l be e v a l u ­
a t e d r e t u r n i n g a n o t h e r i n t e g e r . Note t h a t 
t h e r e can be s e v e r a l a c t i v e c o p i e s o f t h e same 
g e n e r a t o r , each bound to a d i f f e r e n t a tom. 
For e x a m p l e , 

$X <- I N T ( 5 1 ; 
$Y <« I N T ( 7 ) ; 

A: $OUTPUT = X< > + Y< >; 
LT($OUTPUT,100) : S ( A ) ; 

w i l l a s s i g n t o X t h e g e n e r a t o r INT w i t h i t s 
DOMAIN l i s t i n i t i a l i z e d t o ( 5 ) . I t w i l l a l s o 
a s s i g n t o Y t h e g e n e r a t o r INT w i t h i t s 
DOMAIN l i s t i n i t i a l i z e d t o ( 7 ) . 5+7 w i l l 
t h e n be e v a l u a t e d and a s s i g n e d to OUTPUT. As 
in SNOBOL, any s t r i n g a s s i g n e d to OUTPUT is 
a u t o m a t i c a l l y p r i n t e d . I t i s t h e n checked 
w h e t h e r t he v a l u e o f OUTPUT is l e s s t han 100 
and i f s o 6+8 i s added and p r i n t e d , t h e n 
7+9, 8+10 e t c . 

I n g e n e r a l , t he u s e r can pass w i t h i n t he 
a n g l e b r a c k e t s a l i s t o f e x p r e s s i o n s t o b e 
appended to t he DOMAIN l i s t o f a g e n e r a t o r 
each t i m e he c a l l s i t . He can a l s o pass an 

argument t o b e used f o r t h a t p a r t i c u l a r 
g e n e r a t o r c a l l . 

There are s e v e r a l b u i l t - i n g e n e r a t o r s . 
For e x a m p l e , NODES w i l l g e n e r a t e a l l t he nodes 
t h a t l i e a t t he end o f a p a t h w h i c h matches a 
g i v e n g raph p a t t e r n . Thus i f w e w r i t e 

$Z <= NODES(<$X,(LEFT),(ABOVE_FAR)>) 
t he f i r s t t ime Z < > i s e n c o u n t e r e d w i t h 
backg round t he g raph shown i n F IG . 2 , i t w i l l 
r e t u r n , s a y , node n ] , t h e second t ime node 
n 2 , and i f i t i s c a l l e d a g a i n i t w i l l f a i l . 

6 . More on B a c k t r a c k i n g 

I n some cases b a c k t r a c k i n g ( i . e . , r e s e t 
o f t h e p rog ram s t a t e i n case o f f a i l u r e ) w i l l 
no t b e n e c e s s a r y , bu t i n o t h e r s i t w i l l save 
t he programmer c o n s i d e r a b l e e f f o r t . 1.pak 
a l l o w s a fo rm o f b a c k t r a c k i n g by e x t e n d i n g t he 
f e a t u r e o f d e c l a r i n g v a r i a b l e s l o c a l t o a 
f u n c t i o n o r a g e n e r a t o r i n s e v e r a l d i r e c t i o n s : 

(a) A l l v a r i a b l e s w h i c h appear i n a f u n c t i o n 
or g e n e r a t o r body can be d e c l a r e d l o c a l f o r a 
p a r t i c u l a r f u n c t i o n o r g e n e r a t o r c a l l b y u s i n g 
t he keyword VLOCAL d u r i n g t he f u n c t i o n d e f i n ­
i t i o n o r g e n e r a t o r d e f i n i t i o n o r b i n d i n g . 
LOCALness may be s p e c i f i e d as dependent on the 
success o f f a i l u r e o f a f u n c t i o n o r g e n e r a t o r 
c a l l by u s i n g SVLOCAL or FVLOCAE i n s t e a d of 
VLOCAL. Thus FVLOCAL d e f i n e s a b a c k t r a c k i n g 
s i t u a t i o n ( i . e . , r e s e t i n case o f f a i l u r e ) f o r 
p rogram v a r i a b l e s o n l y f o r "the f u n c t i o n o r 
g e n e r a t o r i t i s a s s o c i a t e d w i t h . 

(b) Changes made to t h e d a t a base can a l s o 
be d e c l a r e d l o c a l by u s i n g SDLOCAL, FDLOCAL or 
DLOCAL. 

I f the use r wants a r e s e t o f v a r i a b l e s 
and the da ta base s t a t e , he can use SLOCAL, 
FLOCAL or LOCAL. Th i s way he has some f l e x i ­
b i l i t y i n s p e c i f y i n g e x a c t l y w h i c h changes i n 
h i s p rogram he c o n s i d e r s r e v e r s i b l e and under 
what, c o n d i t i o n s . 

7. Examples 
T h i s s e c t i o n d e s c r i b e ? t h r e e s i m p l e l.pak 

programs w h i c h d e m o n s t r a t e t h e f e a t u r e s a l ­
ready d i s c u s s e d and p o i n t ou t a few o t h e r s 
t h a t a rc no t as i m p o r t a n t . 

Suppose t h a t we want to d e f i n e a c o l l e c ­
t i o n o f f u n c t i o n s named LEFT w h i c h somehow 
exp ress a d e q u a t e l y ou r own n o t i o n o f what LEFT 
means ( g e o m e t r i c a l l y ) . These f u n c t i o n s w i l l 
b e d e f i n e d w i t h r e s p e c t t o a l i s t , $ L I S T , o f 
o b j e c t s and i t w i l l b e assumed t h a t t h e r e 
e x i s t s a f u n c t i o n REL.LEFT w h i c h succeeds o r 
f a i l s depend ing o n w h e t h e r t h e o b j e c t r e p r e ­
sen ted b y i t s f i r s t argument i s t o t h e l e f t o f 
t he o b j e c t r e p r e s e n t e d b y i t s second a r g u m e n t . 

F i r s t we g i v e a d e f i n i t i o n o f LEFT w h i c h 
p o s t u l a t e s i t s t r a n s i t i v i t y 

PDEFINE(LEFT(TA1L:NODE,HEAD:NODE)Z_AUX, 
LEFT,DLOCAL); 

BEGIN.LEFT; 
$Z <- NODES(<$TA IL , (LEFT)> ) ; 
$AUX = Z< > :F(FRETURN); 

A : ADIH<$AUX,(TRIED)>) : F ( B ) ; 
I DENT($AUX,$HEAD) :S(RETURN); 

B; $AUX - Z<(<$AUX, (LEFT)> )> :S(A)F(FRETURN); 
END.LEFT; 

T h i s f u n c t i o n w i l l b e e v a l u a t e d a s f o l l o w s 
f o r g i v e n $TAIL and $HEAD: 

(a) Z is bound to t h e NODES g e n e r a t o r des ­
c r i b e d i n s e c t i o n S w i t h i t s DOMAIN l i s t 



v a l u e s of t h e two atoms a s s i g n e d to A and B 
are t h e e l emen ts o f $L1ST r e p r e s e n t e d by $TAIL 
and $HEAD ( F I G . 3 ) . Once t h e s e atoms a r e 
f o u n d , REL.LEFT can be 
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i n i t i a l i z e d t o t h e p a t t e r n <$T A I L , (LF.FT)> . 
Thus t h e f i r s t c a l l o f Z w i l l r e t u r n a node 
to t h e LEFT o f $TA1L w h i c h i s a s s i g n e d to AUX. 

(b ) Each node a s s i g n e d to AUX is l a b e l e d 
TRIED by ADD. I f $AUX a l r e a d y has an i n t r a n s -
i t i v e edge l a b e l e d TRIED, ADD f a i l s (because 
i t canno t change t h e d a t a base) and a n o t h e r 
node to the LEFT o f $TAIL i s a s s i g n e d to AUX. 

( c ) I t i s checked w h e t h e r $AUX i s I D E N T i c a l 
t o $HEAD, and i f s o t h e f u n c t i o n c a l l RETURNS; 

(d) O t h e r w i s e , a n o t h e r node t o t he LEFT o f 
$TAIL is a s s i g n e d to AUX and t he new g r a p h 
p a t t e r n <$AUX, (LF.FT)> i s appended t o t he 
DOMAIN l i s t of Z . 

When a l l t he nodes to t he LEFT o f $TAIL 
have been c o n s i d e r e d , Z w i l l S t a r t g e n e r ­
a t i n g nodes to t he LEFT o f nodes to t h e LEFT 
o f $ T A I L , and t h i s w i l l b e r e p e a t e d u n t i l a l l 
t he nodes t o t h e LEFT o f n o d e s . . . t o t he LEFT 
o f $TAIL have been t r i e d . Because o f t h e t h i r d 
a rgument o f PDEFlNE, a l l changes made t o t h e 
d a t a base w i l l b e e r a s e d when t h e c a l l t o LEFT 
i s c o m p l e t e , a l s o AUX, Z w i l l b e r e s e t t o t h e 
v a l u e s t h e y had b e f o r e t he f u n c t i o n c a l l . 

Thus t h i s d e f i n i t i o n o f LEFT d e f i n e s a 
b r e a d t h - f i r s t s e a r c h o f t he g raph where $TAIL 
i s imbedded i n an a t t e m p t t o f i n d $HEAD, and 
i t has been f o r m u l a t e d b y u s i n g t he g e n e r a t o r 
f e a t u r e . i t i s i n t e r e s t i n g t o compare i t w i t h 
t h e f o l l o w i n g l.pak f u n c t i o n w h i c h a l s o p o s t u ­
l a t e s t h e t r a n s i t i v i t y p r o p e r l y o f LEFT, b y 
r e l y i n g o n g r a p h p a t t e r n m a t c h i n g and i m p l i c i t 
f u n c t i o n r e q u e s t s : 

PDEFlNE (LEFT ( T A I L : NODE ,1IEAI): NODE), 

Here i t i s f i r s t checked w h e t h e r t h e r e i s 
an edge w i t h a t t r i b u t e LEFT c o n n e c t i n g $TAIL 
t o $HEAD, and i f t h i s i s n o t t h e c a s e , i t i s 
c h e c k e d w h e t h e r t h e r e is a n o d e , say n l , such 
t h a t t h e r e i s a n edge w i t h a t t r i b u t e LEFT c o n ­
n e c t i n g $TA1L to nl , and nl and $HEAD can 
be c o n n e c t e d w i t h an edge l a b e l e d LEFT. In 
c h e c k i n g f o r t he l a t t e r c o n d i t i o n , t he u s e r 
has s p e c i f i e d t h a t i m p l i c i t f u n c t i o n r e q u e s t s 
i n v o l v i n g LEFT-named f u n c t i o n s a re a l l o w e d . 
T h i s i s a r e c u r s i v e d e f i n i t i o n o f t r a n s i t i v i t y 
f o r LEFT i n o t h e r w o r d s . The s e a r c h i n g a l g o r -
i t h m i t d e f i n e s i s d e p t h - f i r s t and may e n t e r 
a n i n f i n i t e l o o p f o r g raphs r e p r e s e n t i n g geo­
m e t r i c a l l y s t r a n g e w o r l d s . 

The second d e f i n i t i o n o f LEFT a c c e p t s two 
nodes as a rguments and succeeds o r f a i l s de­
p e n d i n g o n w h e t h e r t h e o b j e c t r e p r e s e n t e d b y 
t he f i r s t node i s t o t h e LEFT o f t h e o b j e c t 
r e p r e s e n t e d by t h e second 

PDEFlNE[LEFT(TAIL:NODE,HEAD:NODE)A B, 

T LEFT)7 

The g r a p h p a t t e r n match e x e c u t e d by 
SEARCH f i n d s t h e atoms w h i c h m o d i f y REPR on 
i n t r a n s i t i v e edges a s s o c i a t e d w i t h $TAJL and 
$HEAD and a s s i g n s them to A and B r e s p e c ­
t i v e l y . ' : ' s p e c i f i e s t h e end o f one p a t h 
d e s c r i p t i o n and t h e b e g i n n i n g o f a n o t h e r . The 

c a l l e d w i t h a rguments t h e o b j e c t s o b j e c t . i , 
o b j e c t , j , r e p r e s e n t e d i n some way . 

A t h i r d p o s s i b l e d e f i n i t i o n o f LEFT as a 
g e n e r a t o r r e t u r n s nodes r e p r e s e n t i n g o b j e c t s 
to t he LEFT o f a g i v e n node $TAIL w h i c h is 
passed as message to t h e g e n e r a t o r , and i s 
a l s o a g l o b a l v a r i a b l e : 

$Lt-ir <= L l i F T D E F ( # $ r A I L j 
T h i s s t a t e m e n t a s s i g n s t o LEFT t h e g e n e r a t o r 
LEFTDEF w i t h i t s DOMAIN l i s t i n i t i a l i z e d t o 
the u n e v a l u a t e d e x p r e s s i o n $TAI1. ( 'W' keeps 
i t s o p e r a n d u n e v a l u a t e d u n t i l i t i s e n c o u n t -
e r e d a t e x e c u t i o n t i m e , and i s t h e r e f o r e 
s i m i l a r to t he SNOB0L, u n a r y o p e r a t o r ' * ' ) -
Below we d e f i n e LEFTDEF. 

GEN.LEFTDEF, NODE; 
GA: SLEFTDEF = SEARCH (-- $LEFTDEF , (NEXT)> ) ; 

I DENTf$LEFTDEF,$TAIL) :S(FRETURN) ; 
SEARL'H(<$TAIL, (LEFT_*_FCN) ,$LEFTDEF>) 

:F (GA>; 
$D0MA1N = ($LEFTDEF) : (EXl'I'") ; 

END.LEFTDEF; 

Whenever t h i s g e n e r a t o r i s e x e c u t e d , 
LEFTDEF i s f i r s t a s s i g n e d t h e v a l u e o f TAIL 
( t h i s i s done a u t o m a t i c a l l y b y t h e s y s t e m ) . 
Then t h e NEXT node is f o u n d and a s s i g n e d to 
LEFTDEF; NEXT d e f i n e s a c i r c u l a r o r d e r on t h e 
nodes o f t h e g r a p h where STAIL i s i m b e d d e d , 
and w e are u s i n g i t h e r e i n o r d e r t o t r a v e r s e 
t h e g r a p h . I t i s checked w h e t h e r SLEFTDEF i s 
IDENT ica l to $ T A I L , w h i c h w o u l d mean t h a t we 
are back a t t he s t a r t i n g node and t h e r e a re no 
more nodes t o t h e LEFT o f $ T A I L ; i f n o t , i t i s 
checked w h e t h e r t h e c u r r e n t v a l u e o f LEFTDEF 
is to t h e LEFT of $TA1L. Impl ic i t function 
r e q u e s t s a re a l l o w e d f o r t h i s c h e c k . I f t he 
answer i s n e g a t i v e , c o n t r o l r e t u r n s t o t h e 
s t a t e m e n t l a b e l e d GA and a n o t h e r node is 
a s s i g n e d t o LEFTDEF', o t h e r w i s e t h e DOMAIN l i s t 
o f LEFTDEF is s e t to ($LEFTDEE), a o n e - e l e m e n t 
l i s t , and w e EX IT . Nex t t i m e t h i s copy o f 
LEFTDEF i s c a l l e d , s e a r c h w i l l resume w i t h t h e 
NEXT node in t h e g r a p h where $TAIL i s imbedded 
u n t i l t h e y have a l l been c o n s i d e r e d . 

The u s e r can now w r i t e 
SEARCH(<$X,(LEFT * FCN) ,$Y>) 

o r SEARCH(<$X,(LEFT~*_GEN),?Y>) 
and e x p e c t t h e sys tem t o e i t h e r f i n d t h e 
n e c e s s a r y i n f o r m a t i o n i n t h e d a t a base o r t o 
c a l l t h e a p p r o p r i a t e f u n c t i o n s o r g e n e r a t o r s 
( d e p e n d i n g o n w h e t h e r t h e s p e c i a l m o d i f i e r i s 
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