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Appeal from an order of the Supreme Court, Ontario County
(Charles A. Schiano, Jr., J.), entered July 16, 2021. The order,
among other things, granted the motion of respondent to vacate a
default judgment of foreclosure.

It is hereby ORDERED that the order so appealed from is
unanimously affirmed without costs.

Memorandum: In this In rem tax foreclosure proceeding pursuant
to RPTL article 11, petitioner appeals from an order that, following a
hearing, granted the motion of respondent by, among other things,
vacating the default judgment of foreclosure against respondent’s
residential property. Contrary to petitioner’s contention, we
conclude that Supreme Court did not abuse its discretion iIn vacating
the default judgment of foreclosure “for sufficient reason and iIn the
interests of substantial justice” (Woodson v Mendon Leasing Corp., 100
NY2d 62, 68 [2003]; see Matter of County of Genesee [Butlak], 124 AD3d
1330, 1331 [4th Dept 2015], lv denied 25 NY3d 904 [2015]; see also
Matter of County of Ontario [Lundquist 1996 Living Trust], 155 AD3d
1567, 1567-1568 [4th Dept 2017], lv denied 30 NY3d 912 [2018]; Matter
of County of Ontario [Middlebrook], 59 AD3d 1065, 1065 [4th Dept
2009]). We have considered petitioner’s remaining contentions and
conclude that none warrants reversal or modification of the order.
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