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The Missouri Public Service Commission (PSC) appeals the judgment of the circuit court
reversing its revised final order of rulemaking adopting 4 CSR 240-20.100, which implemented
the Renewable Energy Standard (RES) in Missouri. The parties aggrieved by the PSC’s order
claim that 4 CSR 240-20.100 is unlawful and unreasonable because it directly conflicts with
section 393.1030 regarding the retail rate impact of the RES and the eligibility of renewable
energy credits (RECs) for portfolio compliance. The circuit court’s judgment is reversed, and
the PSC’s revised final order of rulemaking is affirmed.

REVERSED.

Where 4 CSR 240-20.100(5), the retail rate impact provision of the rule, is consistent with the
plain language and the intent of section 393.1030 and is reasonable in light of the statute and the
comments and evidence presented to the PSC, the revised final order of rulemaking is a
reasonable exercise of the rulemaking authority granted to the PSC by the statute and its broad
discretion in interpreting the statute.

Where the provisions regarding geographic sourcing of RECs were withdrawn by the PSC, were

not published, and are not effective or enforceable against electric utilities, the points challenging
them are moot and are dismissed.
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