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INFORMATIONAL COMMENT PAPER 

             

 

The Judiciary respects the separation of powers doctrine and acknowledges the policy-

making authority of the legislative branch. As such, the Judiciary has no position on the 

policy aims of this legislation. 

 

The Judiciary only writes to note that under the bill, intercepted communications would 

be admissible, but under the existing Wiretap Act, Courts and Judicial Proceedings 

Article § 10-402, it would still be unlawful to intercept such communications absent two-

party consent. This statutory conflict could affect litigants’ penal interests during 

proceedings and may be worth consideration by the Committee.  
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