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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

SAN JOSE DIVISION 

THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA,  
ET AL., 

Plaintiffs, 
 

vs. 
 
PARAMOUNT SKYDANCE CORPORATION 
(formerly Paramount Global), and WARNER 
BROTHERS DISCOVERY, INC., 
 

Defendants. 

Case No. 5:26-cv-07116-PCP 
 
DEFENDANT PARAMOUNT SKYDANCE 
CORPORATION’s EMERGENCY MOTION 
FOR RECUSAL OF A DISTRICT JUDGE 
PURSUANT TO 28 U.S.C. § 455 AND 
REASSIGNMENT 
 
Hearing Date: August 20, 2026 
Time: 10:00 a.m. 
Judge: Hon. P. Casey Pitts 
Courtroom:  8 
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MOT. TO RECUSE AND REASSIGN 
CASE NO. 5:26-CV-07116-PCP  

NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION FOR RECUSAL OF A DISTICT COURT JUDGE 

PURSUANT TO 28 U.S.C. § 455 AND REASSIGNMENT 

TO ALL PARTIES AND THEIR COUNSEL OF RECORD: 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on August 20, 2026, at 10:00 am, or as soon as counsel may be 

heard, in the United States District Court for the Northern District of California, Courtroom 8, 4th Floor, 

located at 280 South 1st Street, San Jose, CA 95113, Defendant Paramount Skydance Corporation 

(“Paramount”) will and hereby does move for the recusal of Judge P. Casey Pitts and for reassignment of 

this matter to Judge Araceli Martínez-Olguín.  This motion is based upon this Notice of Motion, the 

accompanying memorandum of points and authorities, the accompanying declaration of counsel, 

pleadings, oral argument of counsel, and any other matters properly before the Court. 

The basis for this motion is that there is an appearance of bias toward the Plaintiff States in this 

case because Judge P. Casey Pitts previously worked as a partner at Altshuler Berzon LLP where he served 

as “long standing labor counsel” for Writers Guild of America West, Inc. (“WGAW”) and Writers Guild 

of America East, Inc, (“WGAE,” and together with WGAW, “WGA”)—entities that have filed a related 

litigation against Paramount in this District and who have issued a public statement advocating in favor 

of the Plaintiff States in this litigation.  Accordingly, and as explained more fully in the accompanying 

memorandum, a reasonable person would likely question Judge Pitts’ impartiality, and thus, recusal is 

required under 28 U.S.C. § 455(a).   

While a hearing date for this motion is noticed for August 20, 2026, pursuant to Civil Local Rule 

7-2(a), Paramount respectfully requests that the Motion be resolved as soon as possible and prior to any 

ruling on the pending motion for a temporary restraining order to avoid any appearance of partiality.   
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MOT. TO RECUSE AND REASSIGN 
CASE NO. 5:26-CV-07116-PCP  

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

Paramount respectfully moves for the recusal of Judge P. Casey Pitts pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 455(a) 

because of the potential appearance of partiality in this matter.  Yesterday, around the same time this case 

was assigned to Judge Pitts, WGAW and WGAE filed a lawsuit in this District raising similar claims 

against Defendants regarding the merger that is the subject of the instant litigation and another already-

pending litigation in this District.  The parties agree that the three cases are related, and the motions to 

relate all three cases are currently pending before Judge Araceli Martínez-Olguín.  If the cases are related 

and reassigned to Judge Araceli Martínez-Olguín, this motion will be mooted.  

However, because of Judge Pitts’ prior role as “long-standing labor counsel” for WGAW and 

WGAE—entities that have filed a related litigation and who have issued a strong public statement 

advocating for a victory for the Plaintiffs in this litigation—Paramount respectfully requests that Judge 

Pitt recuse himself to avoid the appearance of partiality.  

Prior to his appointment to the bench, Judge Pitts spent years as a partner at Altshuler Berzon LLP, 

where he served as “long-standing labor counsel” for the WGA.  See Exhibit 1 to the Declaration of Jeffrey 

L. Kessler (“Kessler Decl.”), submitted herewith. Now, in a case challenging Paramount’s proposed 

acquisition of Warner Bros. Discovery, Inc. (“Warner Bros.”) under Section 7 of the Clayton Act, WGA 

has filed its own related action seeking to block the very same transaction and has taken a public position 

in favor of the Plaintiffs in this case.  See Kessler Decl. Ex. 2.  

Under these circumstances, a reasonable, well-informed observer would question Judge Pitts’ 

impartiality.  WGA is not merely an interested observer in this action; it is an active litigant whose interests 

are directly aligned with those of the Plaintiffs in this litigation and directly adverse to Paramount’s 

interests.  Judge Pitts’ prior long-standing representation of WGA—a vocal opponent of the proposed 

merger that has publicly committed to working with regulators to block it—creates precisely the type of 

appearance of impropriety that Section 455(a) seeks to prevent.  

Accordingly, to remove any actual or appearance of partiality, Paramount respectfully requests that 

the Court recuse itself from this matter and reassign it to Judge Araceli Martínez-Olguín, who is already 

presiding over a first-filed and related action in this District.  
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MOT. TO RECUSE AND REASSIGN 
CASE NO. 5:26-CV-07116-PCP  

FACTUAL BACKGROUND 

I. THE RELATED CASES 

On April 30, 2026, five individuals filed a private antitrust action against Paramount and Skydance 

Media, LLC, challenging Paramount’s proposed acquisition of Warner Bros. as a violation of Section 7 of 

the Clayton Act.  Faust v. Paramount Skydance Corp., No. 4:26-cv-3790 (N.D. Cal.) (“Faust”).  Faust 

was filed and is currently proceeding before Judge Araceli Martínez-Olguín in this District.  

On July 13, 2026, twelve states (California, Arizona, Colorado, Connecticut, Massachusetts, 

Minnesota, Nevada, New Jersey, New Mexico, New York, Oregon and Washington), through their 

respective Attorneys General (“State Plaintiffs”), filed this civil action to enjoin Paramount from acquiring 

Warner Bros., also alleging that the proposed merger violates Section 7 of the Clayton Act (the “State 

Action”).  See State Action Dkt. No. 1.  That same day, the State Plaintiffs filed a motion for a temporary 

restraining order seeking to temporarily enjoin the merger.  State Action Dkt. No. 27.  The State Plaintiffs 

also filed a motion on the Faust docket requesting that Faust be related to the State Action.  Faust Dkt. 

No. 57; see also State Action Dkt. No. 4 (Notice of Motion to Consider Whether Cases Should be Related).  

On July 14, 2026, the State Action was assigned to Judge P. Casey Pitts who set a hearing on the 

motion for temporary restraining order for July 17, 2026, and ordered that any opposition to the motion 

be filed by noon on July 16, 2026.  Dkt. No. 47.  

Also on July 14, 2026, WGAW and WGAE sued Paramount and Warner Bros.  likewise alleging 

that Paramount’s planned acquisition of Warner Bros. violates Section 7 of the Clayton Act.  Writers Guild 

of America West, Inc., and Writers Guild of America East, Inc., v. Paramount Skydance Corporation and 

Warner Bros. Discovery, Inc., No. 3:26-cv-07212 (N.D. Cal.) (the “WGA Action”).  In addition, WGA 

had previously issued a statement advocating in favor of the State Plaintiffs’ claims in this litigation.  See 

Kessler Decl. Ex. 2.  WGA has also filed a motion on the Faust docket requesting that its case be deemed 

related to Faust and the State Action and reassigned to Judge Martínez-Olguín.  Faust Dkt. Nos. 60 & 60-

1.  

II. WGA AND JUDGE PITTS’ PRIOR REPRESENTATION OF WGA 

The WGAW and WGAE are labor unions, each representing writers in film, television, radio, and 
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MOT. TO RECUSE AND REASSIGN 
CASE NO. 5:26-CV-07116-PCP  

online media.  As alleged in the WGA Complaint, WGAW represents approximately 11,000 professional 

writers who write literary material for television shows, movies, news programs, documentaries, 

animation, and new media, while the WGAE represents approximately 7,000 professional writers.  WGA 

Action, Dkt. No. 1 (“WGA Complaint”) ¶¶ 22–23.  WGAE and WGAW further allege that their members 

are employed by subsidiary companies of both Paramount and Warner Bros.  Id. 

WGA alleges that its mission is “to represent and advocate for writers in the film and television 

entertainment industry,” primarily “through negotiating and administering contracts that protect the 

creative and economic rights of its members” and through other means such as legislative advocacy, public 

relations efforts, seminars and panel discussions.  Id. ¶ 219. 

Prior to his appointment, Judge Pitts was a partner at the law firm Altshuler Berzon LLP, where he 

litigated complex labor law cases on behalf of workers and labor unions.1  Relevant here, Judge Pitts 

served as “long-standing labor counsel” for WGA and appeared on behalf of the unions in a series of 

related cases between 2019 and 2021.  See Kessler Decl. Ex. 1; William Morris Endeavor Entertainment, 

LLC., et al. v. Writers Guild of America, West, Inc. et al., No. 2:19-cv-05465 (C.D. Cal.); United Talent 

Agency, LLC v. Writers Guild of America, West, Inc. et al., No. 2:19-cv-05585−AB−AFM (C.D. Cal.); 

Creative Artists Agency, LLC v. Writers Guild of America, West, Inc. et al., No. 2:19-cv-05701-AB-AFM 

(C.D. Cal.).   

LEGAL STANDARD 

Recusal is mandatory where a judge’s “impartiality might reasonably be questioned.”  28 U.S.C. 

§ 455(a) (“Any justice, judge, or magistrate judge of the United States shall disqualify himself in 

any proceeding in which his impartiality might reasonably be questioned.”).  The relevant inquiry under 

this subsection is whether a “reasonable person with knowledge of all the facts would conclude that the 

judge’s impartiality might reasonably be questioned.”  Yagman v. Republic Ins., 987 F.2d 622, 626 (9th 

Cir. 1993) (citation and internal quotation marks omitted).  A “reasonable person” is a “well-informed, 

thoughtful observer.”  United States v. Holland, 519 F.3d 909, 913 (9th Cir. 2008) (citation and internal 

quotation marks omitted).  
 

1 News Release, United States Courts for the Ninth Circuit, Senate Confirms P. Casey Pitts for Federal Judgeship (June 14, 
2023), https://altshulerberzon.com/wp-content/uploads/2025/03/Pitts_CAN_Confirmed.pdf.  
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MOT. TO RECUSE AND REASSIGN 
CASE NO. 5:26-CV-07116-PCP  

“[R]ecusal will be justified either by actual bias or the appearance of bias.”  Yagman, 987 F.2d at 

626.  Because “[t]he very purpose of § 455(a) is to promote confidence in the judiciary by avoiding even 

the appearance of impropriety whenever possible,” “any doubts must be resolved in favor of recusal.”  

United States v. Patti, 337 F.3d 1317, 1321 (11th Cir. 2003) (quoting Liljeberg v. Health Servs. Acquisition 

Corp., 486 U.S. 847, 865 (1988)). 

ARGUMENT 

A reasonable person would question Judge Pitts’ impartiality in this case based on his prior work 

as long-standing counsel for the WGA, and the WGA’s staunch opposition to, and litigation against, the 

proposed merger that is at issue in the State Action and the WGA Action.   

In their Complaint, WGA seek to block the proposed merger of Paramount and Warner Bros., 

alleging that the proposed merger “threatens the economic and creative health of the American 

entertainment industry” and “would eliminate competition for buying film and television writing, resulting 

in suppressed compensation, worse deal terms, and reduced programming volume and diversity.”  WGA 

Complaint ¶ 1.  WGA alleges that the merger “will cause direct, substantial, and irreparable harm to writers 

and the WGA alike.”  Id. ¶ 218.  According to WGA, the proposed merger “directly and irreparably 

interferes with WGA’s mission, including by reducing the negotiating leverage its members have when 

selling their writing services.”  Id. ¶ 220.  

Beyond its complaint, WGA has spoken out publicly—and negatively—about the proposed merger 

“since day one,”2 indicating their opposition to the merger and their intent to work with regulators to block 

the merger.3  After the State Action was filed, WGAW and WGAE issued the following joint statement: 

The merger of two of the largest Hollywood studios will reduce competition in our 
industry, leading to fewer jobs, lower wages for entertainment workers, less variety 
of programming, and higher prices for consumers. We have engaged with the 

 
2 Writers Guild of America West, WGA Lawsuit to Block Paramount-Warner Bros. Discovery Merger (last accessed July 15, 
2026), https://www.wga.org/the-guild/advocacy/politics-public-policy-pac/block-the-merger.  
 
3 See e.g., Glen Garner, WGA Plans to Help Block Potential Warner Bros. Discovery-Paramount Merger: “A Disaster”, 
DEADLINE (Oct. 23, 2025), https://deadline.com/2025/10/wga-plans-block-warner-bros-discovery-paramount-merger-
1236596108; see also Molly Reinmann, Hollywood Writers Sue to Block Paramount-Warner Deal, WALL ST. J. (July 14, 2026), 
https://www.wsj.com/business/media/hollywood-writers-sue-to-block-paramount-warner-deal-008b627e; Writers Guild of 
America West, WGA Lawsuit to Block Paramount-Warner Bros. Discovery Merger (last accessed July 15, 2026), 
https://www.wga.org/the-guild/advocacy/politics-public-policy-pac/block-the-merger. 
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MOT. TO RECUSE AND REASSIGN 
CASE NO. 5:26-CV-07116-PCP  

offices of many State Attorneys General to explain the impact of this proposed 
merger, and we commend Attorney General Bonta and this coalition of states for 
listening to working people in the entertainment industry and fighting to stop this 
dangerous merger. 

Kessler Declaration Ex. 2.  Put simply, the WGA Complaint and WGA’s public statements make clear 

that WGA’s interests are directly aligned with the State Plaintiffs in this Action.  

Given WGA’s related lawsuit and its alignment with the State Plaintiffs, Judge Pitts’ prior work on 

behalf of WGA, at the very least, creates the exact type of “appearance of impropriety” that 28 U.S.C. § 

455(a) seeks to avoid.  As a former union-side labor lawyer, and long-standing labor counsel for WGA, 

Judge Pitts vigorously advocated for the rights of the WGA and its members, including as recently as 

2021.  In William Morris Endeavor Entertainment, LLC., et al. v. Writers Guild of America, West, Inc. et 

al., No. 2:19-cv-05465 (C.D. Cal.), Judge Pitts appeared on behalf of WGAW and WGAE and defended 

the unions, and pursued counterclaims on their behalf, in a years-long litigation involving three of the 

largest Hollywood talent agencies.  That case, like the instant litigation, involved antitrust claims and 

required Pitts to vigorously defend the “mission of the Guilds to ensure fair wages for their members.” Id. 

Dkt. 44 (WGA’s Answer and Counterclaims) ¶¶ 427, 448, 473, 495; see Fifty-Six Hope Rd. Music Ltd. v. 

UMG Recordings, Inc., 2011 WL 6153708, at *3 (S.D.N.Y. Dec. 7, 2011) (factors in judicial recusals 

based on prior representation include  “(1) the length of time since the earlier representation ended; (2) 

the nature of the prior and present cases; (3) the nature, frequency, intensity and duration of the 

representation; and (4) whether the former client will be defending practices the judge helped to formulate 

or defend”).  

Indeed, a letter of support submitted by Judge Pitts’ former co-counsel in that litigation notes that 

Judge Pitts “and his firm, Altshuler Berzon, served as long-standing labor counsel to the WGA.”  Kessler 

Decl. Ex. 1.  Recusal is thus warranted because a reasonable person would question Judge Pitts’ ability to 

be impartial based on his prior representation and advocacy on behalf of WGA.  See Boutte v. Wellness, 

2024 WL 5204186, at *3−4 (W.D. La. Dec. 23, 2024) (“The fact that Access was a former client could 

reasonably give rise to the appearance of partiality, potentially creating a waivable basis for 

disqualification under 28 U.S.C. § 455.”); Model Code of Jud. Conduct Canon 2(A) cmt. (Am. Bar Ass’n 
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MOT. TO RECUSE AND REASSIGN 
CASE NO. 5:26-CV-07116-PCP  

2019) (“A judge must avoid all impropriety and appearance of impropriety.”).  

This conclusion is further supported by the fact that all parties—WGA, the State Plaintiffs, 

Paramount and Warner Bros. agree that this action, the Faust action and the WGA Action are related and 

should be presided over by one judge.  This means that if Judge Pitts proceeds with this action, he would 

also logically have to preside over the WGA Action and Faust—a role that is properly assumed by Judge 

Martínez-Olguín, who, unlike Judge Pitts, is free of any appearance of conflict or bias.  

CONCLUSION 

Paramount respectfully requests that the Court recuse itself from this matter and reassign it to 

Judge Araceli Martínez-Olguín, who is already presiding over a first-filed and related action in this 

District. 
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MOT. TO RECUSE AND REASSIGN 
CASE NO. 5:26-CV-07116-PCP  

Dated:  July 15, 2026 Respectfully submitted,  
 

WINSTON TAYLOR LLP 
 

By:  /s/ Jeffrey L. Kessler   
Jeffrey L. Kessler (pro hac vice pending) 
WINSTON TAYLOR LLP 
200 Park Avenue 
New York, NY 10166-4193 
Telephone: (212) 294-4698 
Facsimile: (212) 294-4700 
jeffrey.kessler@winstontaylor.com 
 
Jeanifer E. Parsigian (SBN 289001) 
Matthew R. DalSanto (SBN 282458) 
WINSTON TAYLOR LLP 
101 California Street, 21st Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94111-5891 
Telephone: (415) 591-1469 
Facsimile: (415) 591-1400 
jeanifer.parsigian@winstontaylor.com 
matthew.dalsanto@winstontaylor.com 
 
Conor A. Reidy (pro hac vice pending) 
Kevin B. Goldstein (pro hac vice pending) 
WINSTON TAYLOR LLP 
300 N. LaSalle Drive 
Chicago, IL 60654-3406 
Telephone: (312) 558-7542 
Facsimile: (312) 558-5700 
conor.reidy@winstontaylor.com 
kevin.goldstein@winstontaylor.com 
 
Matthew R. Huppert (pro hac vice pending) 
WINSTON TAYLOR LLP 
1901 L St NW 
Washington, DC 20036-3506 
Telephone: (202) 282-5004 
Facsimile: (202) 282-5100 
matthew.huppert@winstontaylor.com 
 
Marguerite Sullivan (pro hac vice forthcoming) 
Christopher J. Brown (pro hac vice forthcoming) 
LATHAM & WATKINS LLP 
555 Eleventh Street, NW, Suite 1000 
Washington, D.C. 20004 
Telephone: (202) 637-2200 
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Facsimile: (202) 637-2201 
marguerite.sullivan@lw.com 
chris.brown@lw.com 
 
Attorneys for Defendant Paramount Skydance 
Corporation 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

SAN JOSE DIVISION 

THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, ET AL. 
 

Plaintiffs, 
v. 

 
PARAMOUNT SKYDANCE 
CORPORATION, AND WARNER BROS. 
DISCOVERY, INC. 
 

Defendants. 

Case No.  5:26-cv-07116-PCP 
 
DECLARATION OF JEFFREY L. KESSLER 
IN SUPPORT OF DEFENDANT  
PARAMOUNT SKYDANCE 
CORPORATION’S  
EMERGENCY MOTION FOR RECUSAL OF 
A DISTRICT JUDGE 
 
Judge: P. Casey Pitts 
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KESSLER DECL. ISO MOT. TO RECUSE AND REASSIGN 

CASE NO. 5:26-CV-07116-PCP  
 

I, Jeffrey L. Kessler, declare as follows:  

1. I am a member of the Bar of New York and have submitted an application to be admitted 

to this Court pro hac vice.  I represent and am lead counsel for the Defendant Paramount Skydance 

Corporation (“Paramount”) in this matter.  I submit this declaration in support of Defendant Paramount’s 

Motion to recuse the Honorable Judge P. Casey Pitts from further proceedings in this matter pursuant to 

28 U.S.C § 455(a).   

2. Attached to this declaration as Exhibit 1 is a true and correct copy of a November 22, 

2022 letter sent by W. Stephen Cannon to the U.S. Senate Committee on the Judiciary in support of 

Judge P. Casey Pitts’ nomination as a United States District Court Judge. 

3. Attached to this declaration as Exhibit 2 is a true and correct copy of an online article 

published by Deadline on July 13, 2026, which included a joint statement from Writers Guild of America 

East and Writers Guild of America West’s regarding the instant litigation by twelve State Attorneys 

General challenging Paramount’s acquisition of Warner Bros. 

4. I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States that the foregoing 

is true and correct.  Executed this 15th day of July 2026 at New York City, New York.  

 

 
 
 

By:  /s/ Jeffrey L. Kessler                                       x  
Jeffrey L. Kessler 
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November 22, 2022 

The Honorable Dick Durbin, Chairman 
The Honorable Chuck Grassley, Ranking Member 
Committee on the Judiciary 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 
 

Re: Nomination of P. Casey Pitts to the United States District Court 
for the Northern District of California 

Dear Chairman Durbin and Ranking Member Grassley: 
 

It is my honor to submit this letter in support of my friend and professional colleague 
Casey Pitts for his nomination as a United States District Court Judge.  I was privileged to serve 
the Committee as Chief Antitrust Counsel during the 97th and 98th Congresses and have also 
served both as a trial attorney and as Deputy Assistant Attorney General in the Antitrust Division 
of the Justice Department.  I understand the Committee’s critical role in assessing each judicial 
nominee presented to the Senate for confirmation.  In that regard, I am confident that Casey 
possesses all the legal skills, character qualities and life experiences that will make him an 
exceptional jurist, who will serve our country honorably and with great distinction.  My 
recommendation of Casey to the Committee is absolute and without hesitation or qualification. 

I first met Casey in 2019, when we served as litigation co-counsel for the Writers Guild 
of America in three related cases, both as defendant and counter-complainant.1  Casey and his 
firm, Altshuler Berzon, served as long-standing labor counsel to the WGA and our firm was 
brought into the matter for additional antitrust expertise.  Our two firms worked exceedingly well 
together, in no small part because of Casey and his firm’s collegial and cooperative approach to 
the tasks at hand.  And Casey, in particular, provided outstanding intellectual leadership in 
critical aspects of these cases, including the complex intersection of the labor and antitrust laws.  
Throughout this hard-fought and ultimately successful litigation, I continued to gain respect for 
Casey, both for his litigation skills and intellectual prowess, as well as his admirable personal 
qualities.    

 
1 William Morris Endeavor Entertainment, LLC v. Writers Guild of America, West, Inc. et al., Case No. 
2:19-cv-05465-AB-AFM (C.D. Cal.); United Talent Agency, LLC v. Writers Guild of America, West, Inc. 
et al., Case No. 2:19-cv-05585−AB−AFM (C.D. Cal.); Creative Artists Agency, LLC v. Writers Guild of 
America, West, Inc. et al., Case No. 2:19-cv-05701-AB-AFM (C.D. Cal.). 
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CONSTANTINE CANNON LLP 

In sum, I believe Casey has all the attributes – judicial temperament, intellectual capacity, 
personal integrity, empathy and humility – that makes him an outstanding choice for the federal 
bench and I urge the Committee to give his nomination every favorable consideration. 

I would be happy to provide any additional information you may need or answer any 
questions you may have. 

Very truly yours, 
 

 
 
W. Stephen Cannon 
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WGA, Cinema United Praise States For Suing To Block
“Dangerous” Paramount-Warner Bros. Discovery
Merger

July 13,
2026
11:31am

Getty

By Katie
Campione

Several Hollywood trade organizations are in support of a dozen state attorneys general who filed suit
Monday to block Paramount‘s $110 billion acquisition of Warner Bros. Discovery.

STORY ARC

7/15/26, 6:45 AM Deadline

https://deadline.com/2026/07/hollywood-industry-react-paramount-wbd-merger-lawsuit-1236981045/ 1/3
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Unsurprisingly, the Writers Guild of America — which has loudly opposed the merger since the
beginning of this saga — is chief among them.

Following the news that the long-anticipated litigation had finally been filed in federal court in
Sacramento, the WGA East and West wrote in a joint statement: “The merger of two of the largest
Hollywood studios will reduce competition in our industry, leading to fewer jobs, lower wages for
entertainment workers, less variety of programming, and higher prices for consumers. We have
engaged with the offices of many State Attorneys General to explain the impact of this proposed
merger, and we commend Attorney General Bonta and this coalition of states for listening to working
people in the entertainment industry and fighting to stop this dangerous merger.”

WGA West President Michele Mulroney called the move “one of the worst proposed mergers we’ve
seen,” while eastern division chief Tom Fontana said the effects of the acquisition would create an
“absolute, unmitigated disaster.”

The writers guild was not alone in voicing support for the state AGs’ lawsuit. Cinema United, an
American trade organization whose members are the owners of movie theaters, also praised state
leaders for pushing back on the plans to combine two of Hollywood’s most storied studios.

“We welcome the decision of the Attorneys General of multiple states to challenge the proposed
acquisition of Warner Bros. Studios,” Michael O’Leary, President and CEO of Cinema United, said in a
statement Monday. “The ramifications of further movie studio consolidation will be significant and
lasting, not just in Hollywood, but on Main Streets across this nation where local movie theaters serve
as cultural and financial cornerstones for communities of all sizes.”

The lawsuit, filed in federal court in Sacramento on Monday, challenges the transaction as stifling
competition for wide release theatrical film distribution, big budget motion picture distribution and
licensing of basic cable television channels.

Read the Paramount-Warner Bros. lawsuit filed by state attorneys general.

The focus on those aspects of competition come amid concerns that the merger would lead to
widespread layoffs as the combined company grapples with its debt burden. Broader concerns have
been on the impact on the creative community and the information environment, with Paramount set
to own two legacy news brands, CBS News and CNN, although that was not the subject of the lawsuit’s
claims.

The Producers Guild of America, which has been engagaing with the state AGs, said in a statement,
“This is the highest stakes merger that our industry has ever faced, requiring careful scrutiny by
experienced regulators to protect consumer choice, jobs, freedom of speech, and the very future of how
entertainment is made in America. We hope the action taken by the attorneys general will, at a
minimum, result in concrete guarantees that producers and our industry can rely upon to ensure a
competitive and creative future for generations to come.”

7/15/26, 6:45 AM Deadline

https://deadline.com/2026/07/hollywood-industry-react-paramount-wbd-merger-lawsuit-1236981045/ 2/3

Case 5:26-cv-07116-PCP     Document 54-3     Filed 07/15/26     Page 3 of 4



This article was printed from https://deadline.com/2026/07/hollywood-industry-react-paramount-
wbd-merger-lawsuit-1236981045/

Deadline is a part of Penske Media Corporation. © 2026 Deadline Hollywood, LLC. All Rights Reserved.

Opponents of the merger had formed the Block the Merger Coalition, gathering more than 5,000
signatures from content creators and others. Jane Fonda, who relaunched the Committee for the First
Amendment, said in a statement, “Thousands of artists, journalists, and everyday people refused to
accept that CEOs who cozy up to the administration should decide what news and stories Americans
have access to. This is what happens when people organize—a deal everyone once called inevitable hits
a wall. We’re grateful to the attorneys general who stood up today, we are going to continue fighting,
and we hope this sends a message to the administration and its allies.”

Mark Ruffalo, who testified at an unofficial Capitol Hill hearing on the merger, wrote on X, “It’s
amazing what a group of committed passionate people can do. For all you who signed onto the letters,
film makers and journalists, and kept pushing, speaking to the AGs and sharing your stories…Thank
you. They said it was inevitable, it’s not. When we fight we win. Capitulation is not an option.”

California Attorney General Rob Bonta, who led the lawsuit, said in a statement, “The unlawful merger
of these two entertainment behemoths would lead to higher prices, lower quality, and less content for
film and television, harming movie theaters, basic cable distributors, and ultimately, audiences on
every sofa and movie theater seat in the U.S.”

7/15/26, 6:45 AM Deadline
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[PROPOSED] ORDER GRANTING MOT. TO RECUSE AND REASSIGN  
CASE NO. 5:26-CV-07116-PCP 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

SAN JOSE DIVISION 

THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, ET AL. 
 

Plaintiffs, 
v. 

 
PARAMOUNT SKYDANCE 
CORPORATION, AND WARNER BROS. 
DISCOVERY, INC. 
 

Defendants. 

Case No. 5:26-cv-07116-PCP 
 
[PROPOSED] ORDER GRANTING 
DEFENDANT PARAMOUNT SKYDANCE 
CORPORATION’S EMERGENCY MOTION 
FOR RECUSAL OF A DISTRICT JUDGE 
PURSUANT TO 28 U.S.C. § 455 AND 
REASSIGNMENT 
 
Judge: P. Casey Pitts 
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1 
[PROPOSED] ORDER GRANTING MOT. TO RECUSE AND REASSIGN  

CASE NO. 5:26-CV-07116-PCP 

Pending before the Court is Defendant Paramount Skydance Corporation’s Emergency Motion for 

Recusal Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 455 and Reassignment.  Having reviewed the Motion and finding good 

cause therefore: 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Paramount’s motion is GRANTED, and the above-captioned is 

reassigned to District Judge Araceli Martínez-Olguín.   

 

 SO ORDERED. 

 
Dated: _________________    

P. Casey Pitts 
United States District Judge 
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