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Abstract : The third paragrgph of article 382 is an attention provison, rather than a legd fiction. Ac-
oording to this paragraph , any general subject who conpireswith a gate functionary to engage in the act
of accepting bribes should be regarded as joint offender in the crime of accepting bribes. A third person
who intentionaly accepts the entruging person’ s bribes introduced by a gate functionary is the joint of-
fender with gate functionary in such a crime. Anyone who helps the offer or acceptance of bribesin any
way commits regoectively the joint crime of offering or accepting bribes, rather than the crime of intro-
ducing bribes. Joint offenders should be regpong ble for the noney accepted in the joint bribery in which
they have participated. Related recovery doctrine should be adopted in principle in the recovery of the
bribed noney.
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