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SUMMARY

The Delaware Superior Court denied Sono International Co.’s application under Delaware Supreme
Court Rule 42 to certify an interlocutory appeal from the Court’s refusal to dismiss it for lack of
personal jurisdiction. The Court held that the personal-jurisdiction ruling did not decide a substantial
issue of material importance and that the potential benefits of interlocutory review did not outweigh

the probable costs and disruption.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Sono International Co., Ltd. applied under Delaware Supreme Court

Rule 42 for certification of an interlocutory appeal from the Superior
Court's December 19, 2025 order denying its motion to dismiss for

lack of personal jurisdiction. The Superior Court denied certification.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Certification of an interlocutory appeal under Delaware Supreme
Court Rule 42 is discretionary and reserved for extraordinary or
exceptional circumstances. The applicant must first show that the
order decides a substantial issue of material importance meriting
review before final judgment, and must then satisfy the applicable
Rule 42 factors and demonstrate that the benefits of interlocutory

review outweigh its probable costs.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Published Superior Court of Delaware order addressing certification of

an interlocutory appeal under Rule 42.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the Superior Court's denial of Sono International's Rule 12(b)(2) motion decided a substantial
issue of material importance that merited interlocutory appellate review under Delaware Supreme Court
Rule 42.

2. Whether the Rule 42 factors and the balance of the benefits and probable costs supported certification of

an interlocutory appeal.

3. Whether a pleading-stage denial of a motion to dismiss for lack of personal jurisdiction establishes a

legal right or determines a substantial issue for purposes of interlocutory-appeal certification.

HOLDINGS

1. A denial of a motion to dismiss for lack of personal jurisdiction does not establish a legal right or
determine a substantial issue because personal jurisdiction does not resolve the merits of the underlying

claims.

2. Certification was unwarranted because the application failed the threshold requirement and the asserted
Rule 42 factors did not show that interlocutory review would serve the interests of justice or terminate

the litigation.

3. The Superior Court's application of settled personal-jurisdiction and alter-ego principles to a new factual
setting did not satisfy Rule 42's substantial-issue requirement.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“an exercise of personal jurisdiction does not dffect the merits of Plaintiffs’ claims against [Sono

International]. Nor does it decide the underlying issues in the case.” (-7)

“Interlocutory appeals should be exceptional, not routine, because they disrupt the normal procession of

litigation, cause delay, and can threaten to exhaust scarce party and judicial resources.” (-10)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Sono International, a Korean entity, sought to enter the United States market through an arrangement with Woo
Yong Choi and TFI Tutti LLC. The parties formed a Delaware joint venture and executed a Joint Venture

Agreement containing an exclusive Delaware forum-selection clause, with Sono America supplying capital and



the plaintiffs contributing business and real-estate relationships. After the joint venture failed, plaintiffs pursued
claims against Sono America and later asserted alter-ego and veil-piercing theories against Sono International.
The Superior Court concluded on reargument that plaintiffs had made a prima facie showing supporting personal

jurisdiction over Sono International at the pleading stage.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiffs initially sued Sono America, Inc. and Sono International in New Jersey in 2022, then voluntarily
dismissed that action in July 2025. Plaintiffs filed this Delaware action in 2023 against Sono America and later
amended the complaint to add Sono International and assert alter-ego and veil-piercing theories. The Superior
Court initially dismissed Sono International under Rule 12(b)(2), withdrew that ruling on reargument, and
denied the motion to dismiss. Sono International then sought interlocutory-appeal certification, which the court

denied.
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