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Margaret Robbins
MARGARET ROBBINS is a lawyer at Lenczner Slaght.

Margaret has a general litigation practice, with a particular
interest in professional liability, class actions and
administrative law. Margaret has appeared before several levels
of court, including the Court of Appeal of Ontario and the
Superior Court of Justice.
Education
Osgoode Hall Law School (2015) JD
University of Victoria (2010) MA
(History)
University of Saskatchewan (2008)
BA (History and Indigenous Studies)
(Double Honours)
Bar Admissions
Ontario (2016)
Practice Areas
Appeals
Class Actions
Commercial Litigation
Defamation and Media
Insurance
Intellectual Property
Professional Liability and Regulation
Public Law
Contact
T 416-865-2893
mrobbins@litigate.com

Prior to joining Lenczner Slaght, Margaret clerked for the
Honourable Justice Mandamin of the Federal Court of Canada.
During law school, Margaret participated in the Intensive
Program in Indigenous Lands, Resources and Government.
Through this program she worked in Maya communities in
rural Belize on land and resource management issues. She
earned numerous awards while attending law school, including
prizes in constitutional law, legal ethics and legal research and
writing.

SELECT CASES
Panacci v Volkswagen – Counsel to the plaintiff in a certified class
action related to timing chain tensioners.
Royal De Maria Wines Co Ltd v Lieutenant Governor in Council –
Counsel to the Vintner’s Quality Alliance in a judicial review of the rules
and regulations pertaining to the approval of wines in Ontario. The VQA
was successful before the Divisional Court.
Bourque v Cineflix – Counsel to Cineflix and related entities in a
proposed class action relating to the alleged misclassification of
independent contractors in the television production industry.
Schives v Stewart Title Guaranty Company – Counsel to the
defendant title insurer in a successful summary judgment motion arising
from the applicability of the exclusion provisions of the insurance policy.
Toronto District School Board v SAP Canada Inc. – Counsel to the
Toronto District School Board in an action relating to the implementation
of an SAP software system.
North Elgin Centre Inc v McDonald’s Restaurants of Canada –
Counsel to the Appellant, McDonald’s, on a successful appeal at the
Ontario Court of Appeal over the renewal of a commercial lease.
Cardinal v Cleveland Indians Baseball Company – Counsel for
Douglas Cardinal in proceedings to restrain the use in Canada of the
Cleveland baseball team's name and logo on human rights grounds.
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Kalra v Mercedes Benz-Canada Inc – Counsel to the plaintiff in a
certified class action related to emissions technology.
Anishnawbe Mushkiki Inc v Health Insurance Reciprocal of Canada
– Counsel to Grant Thornton LLP in connection with a dispute regarding
allegations of professional negligence against an auditor.
2235512 Ontario Inc v 2235541 Ontario Inc – Counsel to the applicant
in an oppression application seeking a sale of shares and wind-up of a
corporation.
Tan-Jen Ltd v De Pede – Counsel to the responding parties in contempt
proceedings arising from an action relating to custom-built moulds for
concrete pre-cast.

SELECT PUBLICATIONS AND PRESENTATIONS
How a certified class action affects post-Uber regulatory
environment – Margaret Robbin's article How a certified class action
affects post-Uber regulatory environment was published by the Lawyer's
Daily on February 13, 2018. Margaret shares her expert analysis on the
potential legal implications of the decision in Metro Taxi Ltd. v. City of
Ottawa and how it affects municipalities who regulate disruptive
technology.

BLOG POSTS
Dissent on the Standard of Review: The SCC Splits on True
Questions of Jurisdiction – To what extent can, or should, courts
review decisions by government decision-makers? Administrative law is
all about finding the right balance.
The Supreme Court of Canada announced this spring it has plans to
revisit that balance and the standard of review for administrative
decisions in a trilogy of cases to be heard by the Court in the fall of 2018.
Its recent decision in West Fraser Mills Ltd v Workers’ Compensation
Appeal Tribunal and Workers’ Compensation Board of British Columbia,
released last week, might hint at how.
The regulated conduct defence: we’ll drink to that – It says
something about Canada that many famous cases throughout Canadian
legal history relate to the regulation of alcohol. Through the early 20th
century, the regulation of alcohol was a fertile domain for disputes about
Canadian federalism. Now, in the 21st century, the complicated
regulatory scheme of governing alcohol sales in Ontario is once again
making new law. This time, however, the dispute is not over arcane
principles of federalism, but rather over the scope of the regulated
conduct defence to conspiracies under the Competition Act. While early
20th century federalism cases may be of interest to only a select few, the
decision of the Ontario Superior Court of Justice in Hughes v Liquor
Control Board of Ontario is likely to attract significantly broader interest,
particularly among companies operating in regulated industries.
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Disrupting the Taxi Industry On a Class Wide Basis: The
Certification Decision in Metro Taxi v City of Ottawa Raises
Questions for Municipalities – Since the introduction of ride sharing
technology such as Uber, a legal dust-up with traditional taxi drivers and
brokers seemed inevitable. Perhaps less predictable was the form that
dispute would take. In Metro Taxi Ltd. v. City of Ottawa, the Court
considered a certification motion for a class action brought by taxi license
plate holders and brokers against the City of Ottawa for their regulatory
handling of the introduction of Uber, claiming both negligence and
discrimination.
When Does the Clock Start: Limitation Periods in Contractual
Claims for Indemnification – The hardest mistake to fix in litigation may
be missing the limitation period. Almost every other mistake can be fixed,
but missing that critical window for bringing a claim can be catastrophic.

SELECT NEWS ARTICLES
Cleveland Baseball Team Discontinues Chief Wahoo Logo –
Following a year and a half of ongoing litigation on this matter, Lenczner
Slaght and Douglas Cardinal are delighted by the decision of Major
League Baseball and the Cleveland baseball team to discontinue the
discriminatory Chief Wahoo logo on the Cleveland uniforms beginning in
2019.
The Fight Against Cleveland’s Baseball Team Name and Logo in
Ontario Continues – World-renowned Canadian activist for Indigenous
Peoples, Douglas Cardinal, is continuing the fight against the
Cleveland’s baseball team’s name and logo.
Lenczner Slaght and Koskie Minsky Commence Class Action
Against Nissan Canada Inc. – The two firms have combined forces and
launched a class proceeding against Nissan, and other defendants,
alleging that certain Nissan models contain a dangerous engine defect.

