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class demol{ 1
void demoProcl ! ) throws Exception {
try {
demoProc2();

} catch (Exception e) { ; }
}

void demoProc2 ( ) throws Exception {
throw new IOException();

}
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No. Name Description
1 JHLZIP ZIP compressor
2 JHLUNZIP ZIP uncompressor
3 com. ice.tar Unix Tar Archive
4 Jess-Rete Reasoning Engine of Jess
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