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admin—port = 13800
wapbox-port = 13882
admin-password = bar
wdp-interface—name = ''»"
#log—file = “/tmp/kannel.leg"
#log—level = @
box—deny—ip = s, % % »x"
box-allow-ip = "127.@.8.1"
#admin—deny-ip = "
#admin-allow-ip =
Baccess~log = “access.log"
ttp-proxy-host="218.107.236.188
ttp—proxy-port="3128"
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group = waphox

bearerbox-host = localhost
#log-file = “/tmp/wapbox.log"
##log-level = 8

syslog-level = none

(2% 3) wapkannel.conf
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