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Michael D. Hager (hereinafter, “Claimant”) appeals from the decision of the Labor and Industrial
Relations Commission (hereinafter, “the Commission”) which adopted the findings of the
Administrative Law Judge (hereinafter, “the ALJ”) denying compensation to Claimant after he
was injured while leaving work at Syberg’s Eating & Drinking Company (hereinafter,
“Employer”). Claimant raises one point on appeal, but claims two bases for relief. First,
Claimant alleges his injury arose out of and in the course of his employment because it occurred
within a reasonable margin of time and space after his work had ended. Second, Claimant
alleges his injury arose out of and in the course of his employment because it occurred either: (1)
on a parking lot that was the Employer’s business premises or (2) on an extended premises which
the Employer controlled within the meaning of Section 287.020.5 RSMo (2005).

AFFIRMED.

Division 1V Holds: The Commission properly found Claimant’s injury did not arise out of and
in the course of his employment. First, Claimant’s injury did not arise out of and in the course of
employment because it came from “a hazard or risk unrelated to the employment to which
workers would have been equally exposed outside of and unrelated to the employment in normal
non-employment life.” Section 287.020.3(2). Second, Claimant’s injury did not arise out of and
in the course of employment because Employer did not control the parking lot where Claimant’s
injury occurred within the meaning of Section 287.020.5.
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