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*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside the organization. Please
exercise caution before clicking any links or opening attachments. ***

Good afternoon,

Please find attached for filing the Appellant/Respondent Paragon Inc. of South
Carolina, LLC d/b/a Paragon Builders’ Motion for Enlargement of Time to File Return
to SCDNR’s Motion to Dismiss and Opposition to SCDNR’s Motion to Strike Return
and the proof of service in the above-referenced matter.

The filing fee for the Motion will be hand delivered to the Court tomorrow morning.

Thank you for your assistance and please let me know if you have any questions or
need anything further.

JAIME HARMON
Legal Assistant

Griffin Humphries LLC

8906 Two Notch Rd., Suite 200
P.O. Box 999 (29202)
Columbia, SC 29223

0. 803.744.0800 f. 803.744.0805

www.griffinhumphries.com
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM THE SOUTH CAROLINA
PROCUREMENT REVIEW PANEL
Willie D. Franks, Chairman

Appellate Case No. 2026-000914
Case No. 2025-5

In Re: Haren Construction, Co., Inc.

Project No. P24-6052-PG
Beaufort-Waddell Mariculture
Maturation Ponds Maintenance — Re-Bid

Paragon Inc. of South Carolina, LLC, Chief Procurement Officer, State Fiscal Accountability
Authority, and South Carolina Department of Natural Resources,

of which Paragon Inc. of South Carolina, LLC and Chief Procurement Officer, State Fiscal
Accountability Authority are the Appellants/Respondents, South Carolina Department of Natural
Resources is the Respondent/Appellant, and Haren Construction Co., Inc. is the Respondent.

PARAGON INC. OF SOUTH CAROLINA, LLC
d/b/a PARAGON BUILDERS’ MOTION FOR
ENLARGEMENT OF TIME TO FILE RETURN TO
SCDNR’S MOTION TO DISMISS AND OPPOSITION TO
SCDNR’S MOTION TO STRIKE RETURN

L. INTRODUCTION
Paragon Inc. of South Carolina, LLC d/b/a Paragon Builders (“Paragon”), by and through

its undersigned counsel, respectfully moves this Court pursuant to Rule 263(b), SCACR, for an
enlargement of time to file its Return to the South Carolina Department of Natural Resources’
(“SCDNR”) Motion to Dismiss. Paragon respectfully requests that the Court accept its Return,

which was filed on May 7, 2026, as timely, or in the alternative, grant a 48-hour enlargement of





time nunc pro tunc. Good cause exists for this request, and SCDNR will suffer no prejudice if the

Court accepts the filing.

II. RELEVANT PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND

SCDNR served its Motion to Dismiss upon counsel for all parties via email on Saturday,
April 25, 2026. The Motion to Dismiss was transmitted by email at 2:35 p.m. on that date to James
M. Griffin at jgriffin@griffinhumphries.com. The motion was docketed by the Court on April 27,
2026, the next business day following the Saturday service. Based on the docketing date, the return
was calendared as due ten days from April 27, 2026, i.e., on May 7, 2026. Paragon’s Return was
filed and served on May 7, 2026.

SCDNR has filed a Motion to Strike Paragon’s Return on the ground that the ten-day period
ran from April 25, 2026 (the date of service), making the return due on May 5, 2026, and that the

May 7, 2026 filing is therefore untimely by two days.

III. ARGUMENT

A. The Return Was Filed Within 48 Hours of the Claimed Deadline, and Good Cause
Exists for Enlargement.

Rule 263(b), SCACR, authorizes this Court to enlarge the time for filing any document
upon a showing of good cause. Here, the two-day discrepancy between the date the motion was
served (Saturday, April 25, 2026) and the date it was docketed by the Court (Monday, April 27,
2026) created a reasonable basis for calculating the return deadline from the docketing date. The
undersigned’s legal assistant, who was responsible for calendaring the response deadline, was not

separately copied on the email transmitting SCDNR’s Motion to Dismiss. As a result, the deadline





was calculated from the date the filing appeared in the Court’s docketing system, which was April

27,2026.

This Court has recognized that minor miscalculations of procedural deadlines, particularly
those arising from a good-faith reading of the applicable rules, may constitute good cause for an
enlargement of time. The two-day difference here resulted from a genuine ambiguity in the
interplay between the service date (a Saturday) and the Court’s docketing date (the following

Monday), not from neglect or inattention to the deadline.

B. SCDNR Will Suffer No Prejudice from Acceptance of Paragon’s Return.

The absence of prejudice is perhaps the most significant consideration weighing in favor
of enlargement. The Chief Procurement Officer for Construction (“CPO”), who has also appealed
the Procurement Review Panel’s Orders, timely filed his own Return to SCDNR’s Motion to
Dismiss. The CPO’s Return raises substantially the same arguments as Paragon’s Return. SCDNR
therefore has had a full and timely opportunity to assess the substantive grounds on which Paragon
opposes dismissal. Striking Paragon’s Return would deprive this Court of briefing by one of the
two appellants on a jurisdictional motion, without any corresponding benefit to SCDNR or the
other parties.

Moreover, SCDNR’s own motion notes that it would request five additional days to file a
reply in the event the Motion to Strike is denied. See SCDNR Motion to Strike at n.1. This
contingent request confirms that SCDNR does not regard the current briefing schedule as so time-
sensitive as to preclude any further filing. Acceptance of Paragon’s Return will not materially

delay resolution of the pending motion.

C. Accepting Paragon’s Return Serves the Interest of Judicial Economy and Complete
Briefing.





This appeal involves substantial and contested questions of law regarding the application
of Title 40 contractor licensing subclassifications to specialized mariculture infrastructure, as well
as the appropriate standard of review for agency licensing determinations. SCDNR’s Motion to
Dismiss raises jurisdictional questions that have direct bearing on this Court’s authority to resolve
those questions. Paragon, as the primary appellant asserting the licensing error, has a distinct
perspective on the jurisdictional issues that complements but does not duplicate the CPO’s return.

The Court is best served by having complete briefing on the motion to dismiss before ruling.

IV. CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, Paragon Inc. of South Carolina, LLC d/b/a Paragon Builders

respectfully requests that this Court:

1. Deny SCDNR’s Motion to Strike Paragon’s Return to SCDNR’s Motion to Dismiss;
2. Accept Paragon’s Return as timely filed; or in the alternative,

3. Grant a 48-hour enlargement of time nunc pro tunc pursuant to Rule 263(b), SCACR,

and accept Paragon’s Return as timely filed.

s/ James M. Griffin

James M. Griffin (State Bar ID No. 9995)
GRIFFIN HUMPHRIES LLC

Post Office Box 999

Columbia, South Carolina 29202

(803) 744-0800
jeriffin@griffinhumphries.com

Columbia, South Carolina
May 7, 2026
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM THE SOUTH CAROLINA
PROCUREMENT REVIEW PANEL
Willie D. Franks, Chairman

Appellate Case No. 2026-000914
Panel Case No. 2025-5

In Re: Haren Construction Co., Inc.

Project No. P24-6052-PG
Beaufort-Waddell Mariculture
Maturation Ponds Maintenance — Re-Bid

Paragon Inc. of South Carolina, LLC, Chief Procurement Officer, State Fiscal Accountability
Authority, and South Carolina Department of Natural Resources,

of which Paragon Inc. of South Carolina, LLC and Chief Procurement Officer, State Fiscal
Accountability Authority are the Appellants/Respondents, South Carolina Department of Natural
Resources is the Respondent/Appellant, and Haren Construction Co., Inc. is the Respondent.

PROOF OF SERVICE

I, Jaime Harmon, legal assistant at Griffin Humphries LLC, attorneys for the Appellant,
located at 8906 Two Notch Road, Suite 200, Columbia, South Carolina 29223, hereby certify that
on May 7, 2026, I have served all counsel in this action a copy of the Paragon Inc. of South
Carolina, LLC d/b/a Paragon Builders’ Motion for Enlargement of Time to File Return to
SCDNR’s Motion to Dismiss and Opposition to SCDNR’s Motion to Strike Return by
emailing a copy to each attorney listed below using their primary email address listed in the
Attorney Information System.

Served:
Stephen O’Keefe
Edgar Brown Building
1205 Pendleton Street, Suite 366
Columbia, SC 29201
Stephen.Okeefe@prp.sc.gov
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General Counsel, South Carolina Procurement Review Panel

Greg Placone
Nick Nybo
Hudson Lambert Parrott, LLC
176 Croghan Spur
Charleston, SC 29407
gplacone@hlpwlaw.com
nicknybo@hlpwlaw.com
Attorneys for Haren Construction Co., Inc.

Manton M. Grier, Jr.
Office of General Counsel
State Fiscal Accountability Authority
1333 Main Street, Suite 600
Columbia, SC 29201
mgrier(@ogc.sc.gov
Attorney for the Chief Procurement Officer

Van Whitehead
Susan O. Porter
S.C. Department of Natural Resources
260 D. Epting Lane
West Columbia, SC 29172
whiteheadv(@dnr.sc.gov
porters@dnr.sc.gov
Attorneys for S.C. Department of Natural Resources

//\

aime Harmon

Columbia, South Carolina
May 7, 2026






