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D.M.A. (Plaintiff) appeals the Circuit Court of St. Charles County’s order and judgment
granting the Missouri United School Insurance Counsel’s (MUSIC) motion for summary judgment and
denying Plaintiff’s motion for summary judgment. In a single point on appeal, Plaintiff argues that the
trial court erred in granting MUSIC’s motion for summary judgment because, contrary to the trial
court’s interpretation, the policy covered sexual misconduct.

AFFIRMED.

Division Two Holds: The language of the policy is unambiguous and the policy must be
enforced as written. Because sexual molestation is an intentional act, it was not an “Occurrence” under
the terms of the policy. Furthermore, sexual molestation was explicitly excluded from the coverage.
Therefore, the trial court did not err in granting MUSIC’s motion for summary judgment.
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