
 

 

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF PENNSYLVANIA 
EASTERN DISTRICT 

 

 
SARAMARI SOMERLOT AND RYAN 
DUFRESNE, 
 
   Petitioners 
 
 
  v. 
 
 
SOON JUNG, M.D.; S.E. PA PAIN 
MANAGEMENT, LTD, D/B/A SEPA PAIN AND 
SPINE; PAIN MANAGEMENT CENTERS OF 
AMERICA, LLC; BOSTON SCIENTIFIC 
CORPORATION; JOHN DOES 1-10; JOHN 
DOES 11-20; AND JOHN DOES 21-30, 
 
   Respondents 

: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 

No. 449 EAL 2025 
 
 
Petition for Allowance of Appeal 
from the Order of the Superior 
Court 

 
 

ORDER 

 

 

PER CURIAM 

AND NOW, this 14th day of September, 2026, the Petition for Allowance of Appeal 

is GRANTED. The issues, as stated by petitioner, are: 

 

(1) Did the lower courts err when they concluded that a venue selection 
clause between a plaintiff and some but not all defendants in a multi-
defendant joint and several liability action controlled over Pennsylvania 
Rule of Civil Procedure 1006(c)’s plain language that venue as to any one 
defendant is venue as to all defendants? 
 
(2) Did the lower courts err when they concluded that the venue selection 
clause was enforceable because it was not “unreasonable at the time of 
litigation” as required by Central Contracting Co. v. C.E. Youngdahl & Co., 
209 A.2d 810 (Pa. 1965)?  
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(3) Did the lower courts err when they enforced a venue selection clause in 
a surgical consent form where that venue selection clause is unenforceable 
because it is ambiguous and unconscionable? 

 

 

 


