
Respondent Names 

Nicolas Duchastel de Montrouge 

Complainant Name 

One Woodinville  

Complaint Description 

For now, mainly an inquiry. 
If there is something here, please consider this as a formal complaint 
 
see attached word document 
 
What impact does the alleged violation(s) have on the public? 
see attached word document 
List of attached evidence or contact information where evidence may be found 
see attached word document 

List of potential witnesses with contact information to reach them 
see attached word document 
Certification (Complainant) 
I certify (or declare) under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington that 
information provided with this complaint is true and correct to the best of my knowledge and 
belief. 

 
 



Public Disclosure Commission Inquiry 
Letter 
Nicolas Duchastel de Montrouge 
300 Lenora Street, PMB #1389 
Seattle, WA, 98121 
Email: nduchast@hotmail.com (preferred communication) 
Cell: +1 (425) 408-3911 
 

Thursday July 17th, 2025 
Public Disclosure Commission 
711 Capitol Way S, Suite 206 
Olympia, WA 98504-5179 
 

Subject: Request for Review – Potential Campaign Finance Violations Related to 
OneWoodinville.Vote and Candidate Relationships 

 
Dear Commissioners, 
 
I am writing to request a formal review of potential campaign finance violations involving 
two websites operated or sponsored by Mr. Alex Campbell, a resident of Woodinville, WA, 
who is the spouse of current City Council candidate Rachel Best-Campbell. 
 
Factual Background: 
 
1. The website https://onewoodinville.vote promotes a voter-turnout-based pledge system, 
whereby unnamed “sponsors” commit to making charitable donations to local nonprofits if 
Woodinville voter turnout exceeds 55% in a given election. 
 
2. While the site includes a sponsorship line — “Paid for by Alex Campbell, 19320 160th Ave 
NE, Woodinville WA” — it does not disclose: 
   - The names of the sponsors, 
   - The amounts pledged or donated, 
   - Whether any funds have been disbursed. 
 
3. Mr. Campbell runs https://onewoodinville.org, a civic blog focused on local politics and 
elections.  While that site does not explicitly endorse any candidate, it publishes election 
coverage, public records, and candidate financial data. 
 



4. Mr. Campbell is married to Rachel Best-Campbell, who is a declared candidate for 
Woodinville City Council, Position 3. 

5. OneWoodinville has sent a mailer – see attached images 
 
6. The Public Disclosure Commission has previously issued a formal written warning to Mr. 
Campbell (PDC Case No. 146826) regarding a failure to disclose sponsorship of election-
related communication. This history is material to the current inquiry, as it shows Mr. 
Campbell has previously failed to comply with sponsor identification and disclosure 
requirements. 
 
Request for Guidance and Review: 
 
We respectfully ask the Commission to assess whether the activities described above may 
violate provisions of RCW 42.17A, and specifically whether: 
 
1. Lack of Disclosure Violates Reporting Requirements 
- Should the identities of the “sponsors” pledging donations be publicly disclosed under 
RCW 42.17A.240 or .255, especially if aggregate contributions exceed reporting thresholds 
(e.g., $700 total or $25 individual)? 
- Should the dollar amounts of pledged or actual donations be reported as in-kind 
contributions or expenditures, particularly given their timing and linkage to voter 
participation in a specific election? 
 
2. Potential Coordination With a Candidate 
- Does Mr. Campbell’s spousal relationship to candidate Rachel Best-Campbell amount to 
coordinated activity, making the voter pledge campaign a reportable contribution or 
requiring it to be registered as a political committee under RCW 42.17A.205? 
- Does the operation of both websites — one providing community election coverage and 
one linking charitable contributions to voter turnout — risk violating coordination and 
disclosure rules? 
 
3. Does the Identity of Sponsors Affect the Legal Analysis? 
We request the Commission’s opinion on whether the following sponsor identities would 
each independently trigger campaign reporting or legal consequences: 
   - a) Alex Campbell himself, as site sponsor and spouse of a candidate, 
   - b) Rachel Best-Campbell, if she is herself a donor or sponsor, 
   - c) Any other candidate in the same Woodinville municipal election. 
In each case, would the pledge be treated as a campaign expenditure, an in-kind 
contribution, or an independent expenditure under Washington law? 
 
Concerns & Public Trust: 
 
Even if the intention of the onewoodinville.vote site is to promote nonpartisan civic 



engagement, the lack of transparency about donors and financial commitments, coupled 
with Mr. Campbell’s relationship to a candidate, raises serious concerns under 
Washington’s campaign finance laws and risks eroding public trust in the integrity of local 
elections. 
 
Given Mr. Campbell’s prior warning by the PDC, we believe the Commission should closely 
examine whether this activity represents a pattern of non-compliant campaign-adjacent 
behavior that now directly intersects with a family member’s electoral candidacy. 
 
Thank you for your attention and your continued oversight on matters of electoral 
transparency and accountability. Let me know if you need more information or documents.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
Nicolas Duchastel de Montrouge  
Seattle, WA 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 


