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Judges Pan Chris Cuomo's Arbitrator Bias Claim On
Appeal

By Frank G. Runyeon

Law360, New York (September 17, 2025, 7:42 PM EDT) -- A majority of the justices on a New York
appellate court panel voiced skepticism of ex-CNN anchor Chris Cuomo's arguments that the
arbitrator was biased against him in his $125 million wrongful termination case against the news

network.

During oral arguments Wednesday, four of five panelists aired doubts about Cuomo’s arguments that
JAMS arbitrator Stephen P. Sonnenberg was biased by his previous representation, scoffing at the
idea that his former law firm's work for CNN over 20 years ago tainted the arbitrator's judgment and

questioning why Cuomo only raised the issue a year into the case.

Last year, Justice Andrea Masley threw out Cuomo's bias claims and granted summary judgment to
JAMS as she also rejected his bid to investigate whether Sonnenberg had any deeper ties to CNN
when he worked as an employment lawyer at Paul Hastings LLP.

The underlying arbitration centers around whether CNN wrongly terminated Chris Cuomo for
improperly aiding his brother, then-Gov. Andrew Cuomo, during the sexual harassment scandal that
ultimately led to the governor's resignation. The former anchor has sought $125 million in damages
from the cable news network in lost wages and future employment.

Justice Sallie Manzanet-Daniels led the charge during Cuomo's arguments, cutting off attorney Tina
Glandian of Geragos & Geragos after she said the former news anchor's case is about "preserving the

integrity of arbitration.”

"Going against the rules of arbitration courts and JAMS when they have made their own
determination on this issue and then seeking ... discovery on this tangential issue of whether the
arbitrator should be disqualified," the presiding judge said, letting out a puff of breath, "You think this
is an appropriate course of action in light of the case law on the issue?"

Glandian argued that Sonnenberg initially denied any prior attorney-client relationship with any
parties to the arbitration and even said he "did his due diligence, that he's looked into these matters"
beforehand. "It's akin to you going to a law firm and the attorney saying, 'Let me run a conflicts
check,' pretending they ran a conflicts check and telling you there's no conflict."

"He's not required," Justice Manzanet-Daniels intoned, speaking over Glandian, "He's not required to
do a conflicts check on his prior law firm ... they cannot be expected to know all of the clients that the

law firms they were with represented, counsel.”

Justice Tanya R. Kennedy then cut in to ask if Cuomo and CNN aren't "required to do their own due
diligence?"

"The direct attorney-client relationship was not -" Glandian began.

"Answer the question,” the presiding justice said, her voice rising as she repeatedly cut the attorney
off, telling her to answer directly and waving off her answers as unsupported by the record.

"I need you to stay focused on our questions, because this is very serious. When we do arbitration it
is supposed to be a means to avoid this," the judge said, slapping the bench.
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"If someone makes accurate disclosures, we wouldn't be here," Glandian said.

"Explain to me why it took over a year to make this application?" the presiding judge asked, noting
that the arbitrator had made 39 rulings, "most of them in your favor.”

Glandian called the rulings "pre-proceeding issues" that were not "particularly favorable to us."

"I'm sorry," Justice Marsha Michael said, noting that Cuomo had agreed to keep the rulings
Sonnenberg made after they switched to another arbitrator. "Did that happen or not?"

Glandian said that was merely proposed as a "hypothetical to avoid having to relitigate one year."

"Hypothetical," Justice Manzanet-Daniels said. "If you thought that there were biased orders by this
arbitrator that your client now wishes to disqualify, why would you not contest any of the orders that
you thought were biased?"

“They were insignificant rulings," Glandian said, adding that Cuomo wasn't arguing that those orders
were biased.

"Thirty-nine insignificant rulings," the judge said, emphasizing the number. “You'll have time on
rebuttal."

JAMS counsel faced little pushback from the panel, confirming for the judges that JAMS arbitrators
have no duty to conduct a conflict check on a prior law firm and laying out the opportunities that
parties have to object to an arbitrator or request further information following their disclosures.

"I am just as confused as you are," said Yelena Rapoport of EIman Freiberg PLLC. "Most of the rulings
went in his favor.”

"Mr. Cuomo never objected, never asked for additional information and agreed to this arbitrator," said
Rapoport. "For a year, they arbitrated. They had no issue with the arbitrator."

Rapaport said that Cuomo leveled the bias accusation on the cusp of the hearing after the arbitrator
denied Cuomo's request to depose CNN's counsel or disqualify him over a supposed leak of
confidential information.

Cuomo's supposed "deep dive" revealing Sonnenberg's prior law firm's work for CNN, "was just a
Google search over the weekend."

"Which could have happened a year ago," Justice Manzanet-Daniels said.

Sonnenberg worked with Paul Hastings LLP for 35 years, Rapoport also argued, and the only evidence
that he had any relationship to CNN was one bill for $3,000.

"A decade ago, right?" Justice Michael asked.
"Two decades," Rapoport said.
"More, 2003," Justice Martin Shulman offered.

"We're talking about Paul Hastings, right? So a $3,000 bill could be a phone call and a follow-up,"
Justice Michael said with a smile, drawing confirmation from the JAMS attorney.

Addressing the lone bill on rebuttal, Glandian said that "we don't know if that's the end of it" because
the arbitrator "never took any steps other than just saying, 'I don't remember."

"We would have to have discovery to uncover that information and we were denied that opportunity,"
Glandian concluded.

The panel reserved judgment on the case.
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Associate Justices Sallie Manzanet-Daniels, Tanya R. Kennedy, Martin Shulman, Marsha Michael and
Shlomo S. Hagler sat for the panel.

Cuomo is represented by Tina Glandian of Geragos & Geragos.
JAMS is represented by Yelena Rapoport of Elman Freiberg PLLC.

The case is Christopher Cuomo v. JAMS Inc. et al., case number 2024-02157, in the Supreme Court
of the State of New York, Appellate Division, First Department.

-

--Editing by Linda Voorhis.
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