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Users of APL are under the "spell" of beauty, conciseness and elegance of the language.
They have however to go back to Fortran, for instance, whenever they caanot avoid a loop
executed a great number of times in order to limit the CPU time used.

The npatural desire for enlarging the class[1] of cases im which "it would pay® to use APL,
is the origim of a great number of suggestions for modifications to and extensions of APL.

Hovever, an APL interpreter is a compoljcatgd collection of interreiated softuare formina.a
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repercussions on the operatiocn of the remainder of the programs and there is no a priori reason
preventing these repercussions from being harmful and in need of necessary corrections that may

not_he welcomed {if at al]l nossihle)




advance. The execution of thz function thus becomes faster because there is no need for syntax
checking tipe.

Happed Level

We recall that CHECK examines the nature of a line and delivers it to GRAN if the iine is
in execution mode. CHECK has of course other alternatives than calling GRAN. ¥We will not

aodify
the existing alterpatives:; we wj ope a tive more that we rall Monped ITownl Tomn .
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The built-in errors cam be Jdetected during the mapping operation by MAPGRAM in exactly the
poamen _say ae CDIB 3o Aminm it 3 o by takingepuor in MADCRAM +ho nrocadure fallaved hv CRAY in
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