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? Study Question 6 

In 2002 all karaoke bars in Phnom Penh were shut down by a decree and had to 
close within a very short period of time.  

a) Who are the involved parties in this case? 

b) Please name and explain the competing interests of each party. Also cite the 
relevant legal provisions!

c) Did the order to shut down the karaoke bars comply with the “principle of 
proportionality”? Explain your legal opinion! 

? Study Question 7 

After the Anti-Thai riots of 29th January, 2003 the authorities stated:  
“We could not stop the violent demonstrators because we only had two choices: 
Either to let them go on or to shoot them”.

Please read the Law on Demonstration. 
Are there really only two choices for the authorities?  
What different measures does the Law on Demonstration provide for violent 
demonstrations? (Do not forget to quote the relevant articles precisely!). 

? Study Question 8 

Case:
The police arrest one of the men who raped a woman. In prison they ask him to 
give the names of the other perpetrators but he refuses to do so. The police beat 
him severely in order to get the names of his friends.  
The beaten prisoner contacts his lawyer and asks him/her to complain about his ill-
treatment with the authorities.  

Is his claim justified?  
Please examine this question by answering – step by step – each question of the 
checklist!


