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Defendants in a medical malpractice suit appeal the trial court’s grant of a new trial
based upon juror non-disclosure.

Affirmed.

Division Three holds:

This court finds that counsel’s question about whether any juror had been a
plaintiff or defendant in a lawsuit was reasonably clear and should have triggered
the juror’s duty to disclose multiple, recent debt collection efforts and a personal
injury lawsuit. The failure to provide the trial court with any direct evidence
whether the juror intentionally withheld the information during voir dire, either
through testimony or affidavit of the juror, does not render the trial court’s finding
that the non-disclosure was intentional an abuse of discretion given the recent and

extensive nature of the lawsuits in which the juror was named defendant. The



evidence of juror non-disclosure supporting the motion for a new trial was not

untimely. Judgment affirmed.
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