Promissory Note/Default/Meritorious Excuse: Plaintiff sued defendant to recover on a promissory note. Defendant defaulted and the court entered judgment. Thereafter, defendant moved to set aside the judgment based upon service. The court granted leave to file a late answer and plaintiff appealed. The appellate court reversed…"Contrary to the conclusion of the Supreme Court, the defendant failed to demonstrate a reasonable excuse for his default. Service of process was properly effectuated on him pursuant to CPLR 308(2) at the correct address. The additional mailing required by CPLR 3215(g)(3)(i), although sent to the wrong address, was forwarded to the defendant's correct address and was received by him more than 20 days before the entry of judgment against him. Moreover, the defendant's conclusory allegations of breach of the non-competition clause in the parties' stock purchase agreement did not demonstrate the existence of a meritorious defense to his default under the separate obligations set forth in the promissory note." Bergdoll v Pentecoste, 2005 NY Slip Op 03180, Appellate Division, Second Department, April 25, 2005
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