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SHEVI N, Judge.
We reverse Dedrick T. Robinson’s judgnent of convictions

upon the holding that the trial court erroneously disall owed



def ense counsel’s perenptory chall enge of prospective juror
Mat hews. The record denonstrates that defense counsel’s
reasons for the challenge were genuine. This court has held

that “[t]here is nothing in [State v.] Neil, [457 So. 2d 481

(Fla. 1984),] or its progeny, that forbids choosing anong
avai l abl e jurors, even for capricious reasons, so long as the
reasons are not racially discrimnatory. Perenptory
chal l enges are still presunmed to be exercised in a non-

di scrimnatory manner.” Davis v. State, 691 So. 2d 1180, 1182

(Fla. 3d DCA 1997). Although the strike in this case was
guestioned as being gender-discrimnatory, this statenent
applies with the sane force. Being the victimof a crine is a
recogni zed neutral reason for striking a potential juror,

Anderson v. State, 750 So. 2d 741 (Fla. 3d DCA 2000), and so

is striking a potential juror who's relative has been arrested

or charged with a crine. See Allen v. State, 643 So. 2d 87

(Fla. 3d DCA 1994). Therefore, the court erred in denying the
strike; a newtrial is required.

Reversed and remanded.



