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PER CURIAM. 
 
 The appellant challenges an order of restitution awarding $3,597.91, 

representing the replacement value of the goods stolen.  Fair market value, 

however, rather than replacement value, is the correct measure of restitution.  See 

Walters v. State, 888 So. 2d 150 (Fla. 5th DCA 2004).  In the absence of any 

record evidence establishing that the fair market value of the stolen items would 
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not adequately compensate the victim for his loss, we must reverse. The evidence 

presented by the State established the fair market value at $1,850.  We accordingly 

REVERSE and REMAND for the trial court to enter a restitution order in the 

amount of $1,850. 

WOLF, KAHN, and VAN NORTWICK, JJ., CONCUR. 


