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>
> It *CAN*, but you need to select appropriate options for it compilation
time
> for the suexec module. Very few people do, it's just too damned dangerous
to
> allow.
>
>

Didn't know that. But any way I would'n do so. I've got it working this way
that the http user is added to sudoers and may execute (w/o pass.) only
thouse commands that it realy needs for the script. And in the script every
command needing root priv. is executed with sudo before. Then the script is
executed with http priv. and only some commands run as root.

What do you think of that? Is this really killing my sys. security? Guess
it's safer then giving apache full root priv.

TIA,
M.
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