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Appellants Patrick Corrigan and Sean Corrigan (“Appellants”) appeal from the trial 

court’s judgment denying their motion for summary judgment and granting summary judgment 
in favor of Progressive Northwestern Insurance Company (“Progressive”).  Appellants filed a 
petition for declaratory judgment seeking a declaration that they were entitled to $600,000 in 
underinsured motorist (“UIM”) coverage.  Progressive denied liability for $600,000, claiming 
that Appellants were not permitted to stack UIM coverage under the policy and were limited to 
$300,000 in UIM benefits.  After considering competing motions for summary judgment, the 
trial court entered summary judgment in favor of Progressive.  Appellants now contend that the 
trial court erred in its summary judgment rulings because the subject motorcycle insurance 
policy is ambiguous as to whether it allows for stacking of UIM coverage, thereby requiring the 
trial court to construe the insurance policy in favor of the insured and allow stacking.   
 
AFFIRMED. 
 
Division III holds:  Because the insurance policy unambiguously prohibits the stacking of UIM 
benefits, there are no genuine issues of material fact and Progressive is entitled to judgment as a 
matter of law.  We affirm the trial court’s entry of summary judgment in favor of Progressive 
and its denial of Appellants’ motion for summary judgment. 
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