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Dear Mr. Perriguey and Mr. Luby, 

 

 I have considered the parties’ testimony, the exhibits, the Home Solicitation Sales (HSS) 

statutes, the parties’ presentations during our arbitration, and your arguments.  Based on all of 

these things, I am making the following brief findings which will explain my ruling: 

 

1. I find that the HSS statutes do not apply to this situation.  These statutes are meant to 

apply to high pressure situations in which a salesperson shows up at someone’s home, 

identifies who they are and what their purpose is, and then receives permission from the 

homeowner to continue with their presentation.  A homeowner calling an electrician and 

asking the electrician to come out and do a job is no where near the same thing.  I came 

to this conclusion by following the information I found in the ORS index under Sales, 

Home Solicitation, and then running down ORS 646.608, which led me to ORS 646.611. 

2. I find Mr. Webb’s testimony that some of the dates on the invoices were incorrect to be 

credible. 

3. I find that Mr. Landers did not make a $6,000.00 cash payment to CR Electrical.  He 

testified that he made the cash payment to CR Electrical a few months before he paid CR 

Electrical the same amount by check.  However, the check itself is dated 10-21-20 and 

posted on 10-22-20.  The invoice provided for October 2020 indicates that the balance 

owing was $2,432.60, after a payment of $6,000.00 had been applied.  If the $6,000.00 

applied to the invoice had been the cash Mr. Landers testified he paid months before the 

check, I do not find the idea that Mr. Landers would then pay another $6,000.00 by check 

when his balance was only $2,432.60 to be credible.  I also find it surprising that, if that 

cash payment had been made, there was no evidence of a demand for either a receipt for 

it or an invoice reflecting the application of the additional $6,000.00 payment after new 

invoices were sent. 

4. I find that CR Electrical performed work for Mr. Landers pursuant to multiple oral 

contracts between the parties, and that Mr. Landers has been unjustly enriched by his 

failure to pay for that work done in the amount of $4,955.68. 
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5. I find that ORS 20.082 applies to this situation, and that CR Electrical sent a demand for 

payment more than 20 days prior to filing. 

 

 With the above findings in mind, I find for the plaintiff in the amount of $4,955.68, plus 

pre- and post-judgment interest.  Mr. Perriguey, please submit your cost bill and attorney fee 

statement by the end of Tuesday, October 11.  Mr. Luby, you will have until the end of business 

on Friday, October 14 to file any objections to the cost bill and/or fee statement, after which Mr. 

Perriguey should file any reply by the end of the following Tuesday, October 18.  I will file my 

award once we have determined the cost bill and attorney fee issue. 

 Thank you.   

 

Very Truly Yours, 

 

 
Laurie H. Zwingli 
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