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CANON 7C | JUDGES AND CANDIDATES SUBJECT TO PUBLIC ELECTION

(1) A candidate, including an incumbent judge, for a judicial
office that is filled by public election between competing
candidates shall not personally solicit campaign funds, or
solicit attorneys for publicly stated support, but may
establish committees of responsible persons to secure and
manage the expenditure of funds for the candidate’s campaign
and to obtain public statements of support for his or her
candidacy. Such committees are not prohibited from soliciting
campaign contributions and public support from any person or
corporation authorized by law. A candidate shall not use or
permit the use of campaign contributions for the private
benefit of the candidate or members of the candidate’s family.

(2) A candidate for merit retention in office may conduct
only limited campaign activities until such time as the judge
certifies that the Jjudge’s candidacy has drawn active
opposition. Limited campaign activities shall only include
the conduct authorized by subsection C(1l), interviews with
reporters and editors of the print, audio and visual media,
and appearances and speaking engagements Dbefore public
gatherings and organizations. Upon mailing a certificate in
writing to the Secretary of State, Division of Elections,
with a copy to the Judicial Qualifications Commission, that
the Jjudge’s candidacy has drawn active opposition, and
specifying the nature thereof, a Jjudge may thereafter
campaign 1in any manner authorized by law, subject to the
restrictions of subsection A(3). This includes candidates
facing active opposition in a merit retention election for
the same judicial office campaigning together and conducting
a Jjoint campaign designed to educate the public on merit
retention and each candidate’s wviews as to why he or she
should be retained in office, to the extent not otherwise
prohibited by Florida law.

(3) A judicial candidate involved in an election or re-
election, or a merit retention candidate who has certified
that he or she has active opposition, may attend a political
party function to speak in behalf of his or her candidacy or
on a matter that relates to the law, the improvement of the
legal system, or the administration of justice. The function
must not be a fund raiser, and the invitation to speak must
also include the other candidates, if any, for that office.
The candidate should refrain from commenting on the
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candidate’s affiliation with any political party or other
candidate, and should avoid expressing a position on any
political issue. A judicial candidate attending a political
party function must avoid conduct that suggests or appears to
suggest support of or opposition to a political party, a
political issue, or another candidate. Conduct limited to
that described above does not constitute participation in a
partisan political party activity.

([Amended Aug. 24, 1995 (659 So. 2d 692); May 30, 2006 (675 So. 2d 111); Nov. 12, 1998 (720
So. 2d 1079); March 10, 2005 (897 So. 2d 1262); Jan. 5, 2006 (918 So. 2d 949); July 3, 2008 (985
So. 2d 1073); June 11, 2015 (167 So. 3d 399).])

Commentary

Canon 7C. The term “limited campaign activities” is not intended to permit the use of
common forms of campaign advertisement which include, but are not limited to, billboards,
bumperstickers, media commercials, newspaper advertisements, signs, etc. Informational
brochures about the merit retention system, the law, the legal system or the administration of
justice, and neutral, factual biographical sketches of the candidates do not violate this provision.

Active opposition is difficult to define but is intended to include any form of organized
public opposition or an unfavorable vote on a bar poll. Any political activity engaged in by
members of a judge’s family should be conducted in the name of the individual family member,
entirely independent of the judge and without reference to the judge or to the judge’s office.

[Commentary amended Aug. 24, 1995 (659 So. 2d 692); March 10, 2005 (897 So. 2d 1262); Jan.
5, 2006 (918 So. 2d 949); July 3, 2008 (985 So. 2d 1073); June 11, 2015 (167 So. 3d 399).]
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