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STATE OF FLORIDA 
FLORIDA ELECTIONS COMMISSION 

 
 

In Re:   Jason Edward Bloch 
_____________________________________________/ 

Case No.:  FEC 23-133 

 
TO:  (address exempt per Ch. 119, F.S.) 
  

 
Division of Elections 
500 S. Bronough Street, Room 316 
Tallahassee, FL 32399 

NOTICE OF HEARING (AUTOMATIC FINE  (AF)) 
 

A hearing will be held in this case before the Florida Elections Commission on February 7, 2024 at 9:00 a.m., or as soon 
thereafter as the parties can be heard, at the following location: 402 South Monroe Street, 12 HOB, Tallahassee, Florida 
32399.  Due to heightened security access requirements, please bring only essential items into the building and plan to arrive early 
to allow for delays coming through security. 

 
Failure to appear in accordance with this notice will constitute a waiver of your right to participate in the hearing.  

Continuances will be granted only upon a showing of good cause.   
 
This hearing will be conducted pursuant to Section 106.25, Florida Statutes, which governs your participation as follows:     
 
If you are the Respondent, you may attend the hearing, and you or your attorney will have 5 minutes to present your 

case to the Commission.  However, some cases (including those in which consent orders or recommendations for no probable 
cause are being considered) may be decided by an en masse vote and, unless you request to be heard or the Commission requests 
that your case be considered separately on the day of the hearing, your case will not be individually heard. 

 
If you are the Complainant, you may attend the hearing, but you will not be permitted to address the Commission.  In 

addition, some cases (including those in which consent orders or recommendations for no probable cause are being considered) 
may be decided by an en masse vote and, unless the Respondent requests to be heard or the Commission requests that the case be 
considered separately on the day of the hearing, the case will not be individually heard. 
 

If you are an Appellant, and you have requested a hearing, you may attend the hearing, and you or your attorney will 
have 5 minutes to present your case to the Commission. 

 
Please be advised that both confidential and public cases are scheduled to be heard by the Florida Elections Commission 

on this date.  As an Appellant, Respondent or Complainant in one case, you will not be permitted to attend the hearings on other 
confidential cases.   

 
The Commission will electronically record the meeting.  Although the Commission’s recording is considered the official 

record of the hearing, the Respondent may provide, at his own expense, a certified court reporter to also record the hearing. 
 
If you require an accommodation due to a disability, contact Donna Ann Malphurs at (850) 922-4539 or by mail at 107 

West Gaines Street, The Collins Building, Suite 224, Tallahassee, Florida 32399, at least 5 days before the hearing. 
 

 See further instructions on the reverse side.   
 
        Tim Vaccaro 
        Executive Director 

Florida Elections Commission 
January 19, 2024 
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Please refer to the information below for further instructions related to your particular hearing: 
 
If this is a hearing to consider an appeal from an automatic fine, the Filing Officer has imposed a fine on 
you for your failure to file a campaign treasurer’s report on the designated due date and, by filing an appeal, you 
have asked the Commission to consider either (1) that the report was in fact timely filed; or (2) that there were 
unusual circumstances that excused the failure to file the report timely.  You are required to prove your case.  If 
the Commission finds that the report was filed timely or that there were unusual circumstances that excused the 
failure, it may waive the fine, in whole or in part.  The Commission may reduce a fine after considering the factors 
in Section 106.265, Florida Statutes.  If the Commission finds that the report was not timely filed and there were 
no unusual circumstances, the fine will be upheld.   

 
If this is a hearing to consider a consent order before a determination of probable cause has been 
made, the Commission will decide whether to accept or reject the consent order.  If the Commission accepts the 
consent order, the case will be closed and become public.  If the Commission rejects the consent order or does 
not make a decision to accept or deny the consent order, the case will remain confidential, unless confidentiality 
has been waived.   
 
If this is a hearing to consider a consent order after a determination of probable cause has been 
made, the Commission will decide whether to accept or reject the consent order.  If the Commission accepts the 
consent order, the case will be closed.  If the Commission rejects the consent order or does not make a decision 
to accept or deny the consent order, the Respondent will be entitled to another hearing to determine if the 
Respondent committed the violation(s) alleged.   
 
If this is a probable cause hearing, the Commission will decide if there is probable cause to believe that the 
Respondent committed a violation of Florida’s election laws.  Respondent should be prepared to explain how the 
staff in its recommendation incorrectly applied the law to the facts of the case.  Respondent may not testify, call 
others to testify, or introduce any documentary or other evidence at the probable cause hearing.  The Commission 
will only decide whether Respondent should be charged with a violation and, before the Commission determines 
whether a violation has occurred or a fine should be imposed, Respondent will have an opportunity for another 
hearing at which evidence may be introduced. 
 
If this is an informal hearing, it will be conducted pursuant to Sections 120.569 and 120.57(2), Florida 
Statutes; Chapter 28 and Commission Rule 2B-1.004, Florida Administrative Code.  At the hearing, the 
Commission will decide whether the Respondent committed the violation(s) charged in the Order of Probable 
Cause. The Respondent will be permitted to testify.  However, the Respondent may not call witnesses to testify.   
 
Respondent may argue why the established facts in the Staff Recommendation do not support the violations 
charged in the Order of Probable Cause.  At Respondent’s request, the Commission may determine whether 
Respondent’s actions in the case were willful.  The Respondent may also address the appropriateness of the 
recommended fine.  If Respondent claims that his limited resources make him unable to pay the statutory fine, he 
must provide the Commission with written proof of his financial resources at the hearing.  A financial affidavit 
form is available from the Commission Clerk.















Jason Bloch, Esq. 

 
       
 

January 24, 2024 
 
Florida Elections Commission 
Division of Elections 
500 S. Bronough St., Room 3016 
Tallahassee, FL 32399 
 
Via email to FEC Agency Clerk: fec@myfloridalegal.com 
 
 Re:  Case No.: FEC 23-133 (Jason Edward Bloch); Appeal 
 

Dear Members of The Florida Elections Commission,  

Thank you for the opportunity to explain why unusual circumstances exist 
and/or that an amended report was timely filed and thus no violations should be 
found, nor fines imposed in this case.    

If I may begin by providing some context.  I have had the privilege to be a 
lawyer in Florida for nearly 30 years.  I became a lawyer because, though not perfect, 
I believe that law is a noble profession with the capacity to help people and to further 
justice.   To that end, I spent my entire career in public service, beginning as an 
Assistant County Attorney in the Miami-Dade County Attorney’s Office where I 
served for twenty years.  In 2014, I was nominated from among over thirty 
candidates and then appointed to be a Circuit Judge by then Governor Scott.   

Since leaving the bench I have continued in public service, practicing 
exclusively pro bono (without charge), representing people who could not otherwise 
afford a lawyer as well as nonprofit organizations.  I received several recognitions 
for my pro bono work, most recently the Access to Justice Pro-Bono Award and 2022 
Child Advocacy Award, both from Legal Aid.   I have also volunteered on non-profit 
boards and on public committees and panels, including Legal Services of Greater 
Miami, the SEED School (a nonprofit residential charter school serving at-risk 
students), Miami’s Civilian Investigative Panel (investigating allegations of police 
misconduct), and others.   
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I would also like to stress that there is nothing more important to me than my 
reputation and it is always my intent to comply with all laws, rules, and ethical 
standards.  To my knowledge, there has never been a complaint about me to the 
Florida Bar, either as a lawyer or a judge.  

Returning to this case, before the 2020 election friends and colleagues 
persuaded me to return the bench, this time by running for the office.  However, I 
decided that my campaign would neither seek nor accept contributions from any 
outside source.   Instead, it would be entirely self-funded and thus further assure 
stakeholders of my independence and impartiality as a judge.  And so, my campaign 
had one and only one contributor: me.    

This is significant since the misunderstanding which underlies the instant 
alleged violation – a single overlooked contribution which was corrected via an 
amended report – involves no concealment or misrepresentation about the source of 
contributions: all contributions came from me.  Nor is there a concern about how or 
where the funds were spent.  All expenditures were disclosed.  And so, the aim and 
spirit of election finance rules – to provide transparency into campaign finances – 
was not undermined or even affected in this case.  From the beginning, and until the 
end, it was always clear that I was the only contributor to my campaign.    

Instead, in my case, the mistake was inadvertently failing to record one 
contribution during its correct reporting period.  This was my mistake and I take full 
responsibility.  But the oversight was fully corrected by amendment, as is routinely 
done by many campaigns.  Indeed, the overall campaign finance process not only 
contemplates amendments, but the online filing portal specifically facilitates them.   
elections staff also encourage campaigns to file amendments when necessary and 
also help facilitate the process.  

Importantly, my understanding from elections staff was that the amendment 
process provides safe harbor.  So long as reports are ultimately amended to reflect 
correct contributions and/or expenditures – as was done in my case – any initial 
errors or omissions are not considered violations.  For example, if a $1,000, 
contribution was incorrectly reported as $10.00, whether due to input error, 
miscommunication, or some other reason, that error can be later corrected, without 
penalty, by amendment.   

This process is both sensical and fair.  The goal of the election reporting 
regime is to ensure full disclosure and transparency, not to punish campaigns that 
have made inadvertent bookkeeping errors or that have not quite mastered the 
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(sometimes difficult to navigate) filing portal. Allowing amendments merely 
recognizes the realities of hectic day-to-day operations of campaigns and the 
existence of good faith errors inherent in any human endeavor, while ensuring an 
avenue for transparency.   

Indeed, my campaign itself filed other amended reports when good faith 
discrepancies were discovered.  In those cases, elections staff advised me that such 
amended reports meant that the campaign was in good standing with no violations 
or other concerns requiring attention.   

Thus, when I received the notice of fine in this case I was profoundly confused 
and so I called the elections department.  The staff member I spoke to was just as 
perplexed.  Seeing my amendment, he too could not understand why there was an 
issue.  We both concluded the notice was a mistake.  Only later, after he did some 
investigation, was he able understand what triggered the notice and explain it to me.  
The problem, it seems, was that because my initial report was a “waiver” report, i.e., 
one with no other activity, it was not considered a “report.” And thus, for purposes a 
subsequent amendment to it does not receive the same safe harbor.  Even after 
explaining it to me he agreed that this result seemed anomalous and inconsistent, if 
not difficult to defend.  And, as shown in the attached screenshots from the elections 
portal, “waivers” are themselves described at every stage of the filing process as 
“reports.” And there is nothing to suggest that they are treated differently than other 
reports.   

To illustrate: suppose a candidate reported a single contribution of one dollar 
($1) during the reporting period.  If the campaign later realized the omission of other 
reportable activity during the period, or to continue with the example, if the amount 
were wrong, say $10,000, instead of $1, the discrepancies can be corrected by filing 
an amended report.  In that case there are no deemed violations.  But on the other 
hand, suppose a candidate reported $0 (zero dollars) in contributions, and so filed a 
“waiver” report.  Upon discovering the error and filing an amended report to reflect 
the accurate amount of $10,000, that would be considered a violation, or I should 
say could be a violation, since Filing Officers apparently sometimes do, but 
sometimes don’t, impose this result.  Starkly differing results for nearly identical 
situations are not only anomalous and inconsistent but are also unfair.  This is 
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especially so for candidates like me who relied on elections staff for their 
understanding the use and implications of amendments.1   

Moreover, this different treatment creates distorted incentives.  We want 
campaigns to do the right thing and amend incomplete or inaccurate reports to 
achieve transparency.  By penalizing campaigns for full, albeit delayed, disclosure, 
some may instead choose to weigh the cost, particularly where there is little chance 
that the accurate numbers would otherwise come to light.  I am not suggesting that 
there is ever a reason not to fully comply but why build incentives to encourage 
noncompliance?  Finally, the $1 contribution example discussed above is not merely 
hypothetical.  The same staff member shared with me that some campaigns will do 
exactly that -- make and report a token nominal self-contribution even in reporting 
periods with no reportable activity -- for the very purpose of protecting against the 
risk found here.  Again, encouraging such contrived activity does nothing to further 
the goals of disclosure and transparency while at the same time disadvantages 
campaigns not aware of the technique.  Unfortunately, I was in the latter camp.   

Knowing the work of this body which vigilantly watches over the integrity of 
Florida elections and at the same time demonstrates fairness and reason, I humbly 
and respectfully request that you employ your authority and discretion to find 
unusual circumstances exist in this case.  Thank you again for the opportunity to 
address you, and for your service.  

 

     Sincerely, 

      

      Jason Bloch 

 

  

CC: Asst. General Counsel Mattie Clay 

 
1  I want to stress that in no way am I suggesting that any staff person did anything improper, 
nor am I making any negative commentary about them at all.  On the contrary, in all my interactions 
with Elections staff, from the person who answers the phone to the Assistant General Counsel and 
everyone in between, each has been unfailingly polite, professional, patient, and helpful.  They 
represent the highest standard for public employees that every agency should strive for, and I am 
grateful for their assistance.  
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STATE OF FLORIDA 
FLORIDA ELECTIONS COMMISSION 

 
In Re:   Jason Edward Bloch 
_____________________________________________/ 

Case No.:  FEC 23-133 

 
TO:  Jason Edward Bloch 
 3501 West Glencoe Street 
 Miami, FL 33133 
  

 
Division of Elections 
500 S. Bronough Street, Room 316 
Tallahassee, FL 32399 

NOTICE OF HEARING (AUTOMATIC FINE (AF)) 
 

A hearing will be held in this case before the Florida Elections Commission on, November 14, 2023 at 8:30 a.m., or as soon 
thereafter as the parties can be heard, at the following location: 402 South Monroe Street, 12 HOB, Tallahassee, Florida 
32399.  Due to heightened security access requirements, please bring only essential items into the building and plan to arrive early 
to allow for delays coming through security. 

 
Failure to appear in accordance with this notice will constitute a waiver of your right to participate in the hearing.  

Continuances will be granted only upon a showing of good cause.   
 
This hearing will be conducted pursuant to Section 106.25, Florida Statutes, which governs your participation as follows:     
 
If you are the Respondent, you may attend the hearing, and you or your attorney will have 5 minutes to present your 

case to the Commission.  However, some cases (including those in which consent orders or recommendations for no probable 
cause are being considered) may be decided by an en masse vote and, unless you request to be heard or the Commission requests 
that your case be considered separately on the day of the hearing, your case will not be individually heard. 

 
If you are the Complainant, you may attend the hearing, but you will not be permitted to address the Commission.  In 

addition, some cases (including those in which consent orders or recommendations for no probable cause are being considered) 
may be decided by an en masse vote and, unless the Respondent requests to be heard or the Commission requests that the case be 
considered separately on the day of the hearing, the case will not be individually heard. 
 

If you are an Appellant, and you have requested a hearing, you may attend the hearing, and you or your attorney will 
have 5 minutes to present your case to the Commission. 

 
Please be advised that both confidential and public cases are scheduled to be heard by the Florida Elections Commission 

on this date.  As an Appellant, Respondent or Complainant in one case, you will not be permitted to attend the hearings on other 
confidential cases.   

 
The Commission will electronically record the meeting.  Although the Commission’s recording is considered the official 

record of the hearing, the Respondent may provide, at his own expense, a certified court reporter to also record the hearing. 
 
If you require an accommodation due to a disability, contact Donna Ann Malphurs at (850) 922-4539 or by mail at 107 

West Gaines Street, The Collins Building, Suite 224, Tallahassee, Florida 32399, at least 5 days before the hearing. 
 

 See further instructions on the reverse side.   
 
        Tim Vaccaro 
        Executive Director 

Florida Elections Commission 
October 31, 2023 
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Please refer to the information below for further instructions related to your particular hearing: 
 
If this is a hearing to consider an appeal from an automatic fine, the Filing Officer has imposed a fine on 
you for your failure to file a campaign treasurer’s report on the designated due date and, by filing an appeal, you 
have asked the Commission to consider either (1) that the report was in fact timely filed; or (2) that there were 
unusual circumstances that excused the failure to file the report timely.  You are required to prove your case.  If 
the Commission finds that the report was filed timely or that there were unusual circumstances that excused the 
failure, it may waive the fine, in whole or in part.  The Commission may reduce a fine after considering the factors 
in Section 106.265, Florida Statutes.  If the Commission finds that the report was not timely filed and there were 
no unusual circumstances, the fine will be upheld.   

 
If this is a hearing to consider a consent order before a determination of probable cause has been 
made, the Commission will decide whether to accept or reject the consent order.  If the Commission accepts the 
consent order, the case will be closed and become public.  If the Commission rejects the consent order or does 
not make a decision to accept or deny the consent order, the case will remain confidential, unless confidentiality 
has been waived.   
 
If this is a hearing to consider a consent order after a determination of probable cause has been 
made, the Commission will decide whether to accept or reject the consent order.  If the Commission accepts the 
consent order, the case will be closed.  If the Commission rejects the consent order or does not make a decision 
to accept or deny the consent order, the Respondent will be entitled to another hearing to determine if the 
Respondent committed the violation(s) alleged.   
 
If this is a probable cause hearing, the Commission will decide if there is probable cause to believe that the 
Respondent committed a violation of Florida’s election laws.  Respondent should be prepared to explain how the 
staff in its recommendation incorrectly applied the law to the facts of the case.  Respondent may not testify, call 
others to testify, or introduce any documentary or other evidence at the probable cause hearing.  The Commission 
will only decide whether Respondent should be charged with a violation and, before the Commission determines 
whether a violation has occurred or a fine should be imposed, Respondent will have an opportunity for another 
hearing at which evidence may be introduced. 
 
If this is an informal hearing, it will be conducted pursuant to Sections 120.569 and 120.57(2), Florida 
Statutes; Chapter 28 and Commission Rule 2B-1.004, Florida Administrative Code.  At the hearing, the 
Commission will decide whether the Respondent committed the violation(s) charged in the Order of Probable 
Cause. The Respondent will be permitted to testify.  However, the Respondent may not call witnesses to testify.   
 
Respondent may argue why the established facts in the Staff Recommendation do not support the violations 
charged in the Order of Probable Cause.  At Respondent’s request, the Commission may determine whether 
Respondent’s actions in the case were willful.  The Respondent may also address the appropriateness of the 
recommended fine.  If Respondent claims that his limited resources make him unable to pay the statutory fine, he 
must provide the Commission with written proof of his financial resources at the hearing.  A financial affidavit 
form is available from the Commission Clerk.



Aut047 (11/08) 

F L O R I D A   E L E C T I O N S   C O M M I S S I O N  
CASE  REPORT 

Case  Number:  FEC 23-133 
 
NAME: JASON EDWARD BLOCH 

DATE APPEAL RECEIVED:  03/27/2023 

DATE REPORT DUE:  06/24/2022 (2022 P1) 

DATE OF ELECTRONIC RECEIPT:  11/21/2022 

NUMBER OF DAYS LATE:  150 

AMOUNT OF FINE:  $3,971.68 

FINE BASED ON: (  )  NUMBER OF DAYS (  )  25% OF RECEIPTS (X)  25% OF EXPENDITURES 

TOTAL RECEIPTS FOR REPORTING PERIOD:  $0 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES FOR REPORTING PERIOD:  $15,886.70 

DATE OF FIRST NOTIFICATION:  03/08/2023 (Fine Ltr) 

SUMMARY:  The Honorable Jason Edward Bloch, Esquire was a candidate for Circuit Judge, Circuit 11, 
Group 52 in the 2022 elections. Judge Bloch was his own treasurer. 
 
Judge Bloch is appealing the fine but did not provide supplemental information with his appeal. 
 

 The 2022 P1 Original Report covers the period from 06/01/22-06/17/22; it was due on 06/24/22. 
 The 2022 P1 Queued Transaction Report shows that it was created and filed on 06/26/22.1 
 Judge Bloch reported receiving zero contributions while making 1 expenditure. 
 FEC staff was advised, “The candidate filed a notice of no activity (waiver) on 06/26/22. A 

waiver is not a report. On 11/21/22, the candidate filed a report showing $15,886.70 of activity. 
The fine is based on 25% of the activity.” 

 The Division of Elections does not have any notes that pertain to Judge Bloch’s 2022 P1 Report. 
 
 

 
PRIOR CASES:  None. 

 
 

 

 
1 The filing discussed in this bullet refers to the waiver that reflected zero activity. 
 

CANDIDATE  [ X ] STATE  [ X ] 
PC  [  ] DISTRICT  [  ] 
CCE  [  ] COUNTY  [  ] 
POLITICAL PARTY  [  ] CITY  [  ] 
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Br'Axeton Wims

From: Donna Malphurs <Donna.Malphurs@myfloridalegal.com> on behalf of Florida Elections Commission 
<fec@myfloridalegal.com>

Sent: Monday, March 27, 2023 10:24 PM
To: Br'Axeton Wims
Subject: Fw: Notice of Appeal - Candidate 80533
Attachments: Notice Of Imposition Of Fine.pdf

----- Forwarded by Donna Malphurs/OAG on 03/27/2023 10:23 PM ----- 
 
From: <jebloch@att.net> 
To: <fec@myfloridalegal.com> 
Cc: <elecrecords@dos.myflorida.com>, <jebloch@att.net> 
Date: 03/27/2023 05:01 PM 
Subject: Notice of Appeal - Candidate 80533 

 
 
 
Good afternoon,  
  
Please allow this to serve as my notice of appeal of the fine assessed as stated in the attached letter bearing the date of March 8, 
2023, but not postmarked until March 10, and not received by me until March 14, 2023.  
  
Per Rule 2B‐1.005, the notice of appeal shall contain the following information: 
  
(a) The name, address and telephone number of the appealing party: 
  
Jason Bloch 

(b) A copy of the notice of imposition of fine issued by the filing officer:  see attached; and, 
  
(c) A request for hearing if a personal appearance before the Commission is desired: I do hereby request such a hearing.  
  
Please confirm that you have received my notice and advise if anything else is required. 
  
Thank you, 
  
Jason Bloch, Esq.  

(See attached file: Notice Of Imposition Of Fine.pdf) 





















����������	���
� �
���������������������������������������������

 ����	�������!"��#���#�����#$�#"��$�!��������������#
��%
!!�&"�'(�)��*!+�
��!����'*!+�,���'�
&*�-�&���'.��! ���

/01234�5�67203892:�5�39;8138�</�5�=>>�5�/<?/327?0�5�89<2�5�40@A��������B�����������$�C�������B�D�������$�
��!�����E@92761�F@03879;�G:/80H�I0A928/��������������������J��K"�&���	.��! 
��!����	 �
!!�	(�)��,���	���������C���! ������
L1;676180�M1H0NO�����
�P����.��! Q339<;8N(�)��B����B"�,���B���������C���"�B���J��� ����
�������
������� 
��"������� 
��"��R�������������,� ����������S������� T�S�������(��S����� RU (��S�����(�������� RV (��������(�)����� R) (�������U��S����� R� U��S�����U�������� R� U��������U�(����� R� U�(�����V�������� R� V��V����� C&, � W��SU�#V( W��SU�#V( W�#��V�������� R� V��V����� �JX � W�#�� W�#�� W�#��V�������� �)V��������)�������� ��)��������












	01. 23-133_CSR_10-04-23
	02. 23-133_Appeal_03-27-23
	03. 23-133_Fine Ltr
	04. 23-133_Waiver Ltr
	05. 23-133_2022 P1 Report
	06. 23-133_Queued Transaction Report
	07. 23-133_Filing History Report
	08. 23-133_DOE Ack
	09. 23-133_Appt Campaign Treasurer (Self)
	10. 23-133_Candidate Oath Judicial Office
	11. 23-133_Statement of Candidate Judicial Office
	11. 23-133_R Eml w Response & Attch_01-24-24.pdf
	11. 23-133_R Eml w Response & Attch_01-24-24
	Appeal Letter to FEC (1-24-24)
	Screenshot Illustration 1
	Screenshot Illustration 2




