
 
Custody fight breaks ground, will take place in civil court 
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Already embroiled in a nasty custody battle, a retired multimillionaire developer is now suing his former Canadian common-law wife for 
turning their children against him.  

Moses Segal is taking Cynthia Lynch to civil court, accusing her of damaging his relationship with their 9-year-old son and 12-year-old 
daughter by keeping them away from him and disparaging him. He named the children as plaintiffs with him against their mother.  

The move is seen as a first in New Jersey -- an issue normally handled in Family Court will be litigated in civil court.  

"We're hoping to set some precedent to building a higher deterrent to parental alienation," said attorney Steven Resnick, who filed the 
Oct. 26 lawsuit in Superior Court in Morristown  

Since September 2006, Moses, 67, and Lynch, 49, have been in Family Court, where fights over custody and parenting are normally 
handled, and allegations of parental alienation are commonplace.  

But Segal believes Lynch should have to pay for her actions, and he knows she has money: In 2005, a Canadian court ordered him to 
pay her more than $10 million in child and spousal support, court records showed. Segal sold two properties in Canada to satisfy that 
order, Resnick said.  

"We think a jury should have it, and let a community decide what is acceptable behavior," Resnick said.  

"It's certainly a novel approach," said Denville attorney Patricia Barbarito, a former chair of the New Jersey State Bar Association's 
Family Law Section. "It will have to work its way through the court system and through appeals."  

Lynn Fontaine Newsome, Lynch's attorney, said there is no legal basis for his claim. "It's inconceivable to me that there's any merit to 
this," Newsome said.  

When they met in 1994, Segal was a divorced father of four and Lynch was an attorney. They lived in the Bahamas before moving to 
Toronto in 1996, and then separated in 2001. Though they never wed, their relationship amounted to a common-law marriage in 
Ontario, Resnick said.  

Segal moved to the United States in 2003; Lynch claims he did so to avoid paying court-ordered support. A 2005 trial ended with the 
Superior Court of Ontario awarding her an $11.1 million judgment (estimated at $10.3 million in U.S. dollars), according to court 
records. Segal returned to Toronto.  

Segal claims Lynch cut him off from contact with the children, and told lies to turn them against him -- including telling them Segal hired 
a hitman to kill her, according to family court records. Lynch left Toronto with the children in June 2006, and Segal hired a private 
investigator who tracked them to Long Hill Township, where she had enrolled the children in school using her last name, according to 
Segal.  

Lynch claims she fled at the urging of police, who told her they had received a tip Segal hired somebody to kill her, family court records 
showed. "Police came and said there was a hit on her. Anybody would take that seriously. It's a very frightening thing," said Newsome, 
who is president of the New Jersey State Bar Association.  

Segal called the allegation "bogus, inflammatory and outrageous," in court papers. Toronto police closed their investigation in 
September 2006 for lack of evidence, court records showed.  

In an unusual twist, Segal recently fathered twin girls who were conceived through invitro fertilization using an egg donor and a 
surrogate, court records showed.  

Lynch said in court papers the message to their children is he is replacing them, and that a mother is unnecessary. She produced a 
December 2005 e-mail in which Segal described his plan to have a boy and a girl through invitro fertilization because Lynch was 
making it difficult for the children to see him.  



"The twins are just part of all the absurdity of all this," Newsome said.  

Professor Claudette St. Romain of Seton Hall University Law School's Center for Social Justice sees danger in such litigation.  

"To allow a parent to sue the other parent for large sums of money could allow for a kind of blackmail where the custodial parent is 
coerced into making a decision to allow increased visits" even if that is not in the child's best interest, St. Romain said.  

Michael Argen, president of the New Jersey Council for Children's Rights, said it would be refreshing for parental alienation cases to 
be heard by a jury.  

"When you present what truly goes on to lay people, I think they can quickly determine, hey, that's just not right. Most of this stuff is 
common sense."  

Margaret McHugh can be reached at mmchugh@starledger.com or (973) 539-7119 

 
© 2007  The Star Ledger 

© 2007 NJ.com All Rights Reserved. 




























