ID#: 49484
Filing # 253575307 E-Filed 07/29/2026 06:22:35 PM

N THE CIRCUIT COURT
OF THE FIGHTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
IN AND FOR BREVARD COUNTY, FLORIDA
STATE OF FLORIDA Conrt Case Mo,

V.

JEFFREY ROBERT FORDLEY

AFFIDAVIT FOR ARREST WARRANT
State of Florida
County of Brevard

BEFORE ME, _ Serpeant Michael Perer #762 personally came Detective Donovan
Brickbouse and Badge #121, of the West Melbourne Police Department, who being duly sworn
deposes and suys: that Affiant has reason to believe and does believe that probable cause exists for
the arrest of Jeffrey Robert Fordley, 1/30/1981 1551 Whitman Drive West
Meibourne, FL 32904, 8°397, 220, White, Male for a violation of the laws of the State of Florids,
o wil: Organized Fraud Obisin Property Less than 20,008, contrary fo section 817.034
{4}{ak3), Floride Statutes, Criminat LUse of Personal tdentification Information, contrary to
section B17.568(2)a). Florids Statutes, which oceurred at 1583 Whitman Drive West
Meibourne, FL 32004,

THE FACTS tending to establish the grounds for this application and the probable cause of Affiant
believing that such facts exist are as follows:

On 0203926, Sgi Perez was notified about 2 frand compiaint that was being reported involving
an 1 8-year-old female Victim being scammed by an aduly mule that she was staving with the
family of. The mother of the Victim had imitially reported this as she was learning more details
from her daughter. 1t was uitimately learned that 3 speeific incidents had occurred, with elements
ooourmng in various jurisdictions,

1t was inttially reported that the Victim had a disagreement with her mother over the last few
weeks, regarding her wanting 1o stay out lale and hang out with her friends, When the Vietim's
mother told her this was unacceptable the Victim began staying with & ferale friend. The Victim
would stay with this fricnd and her family “off and on” over the course of g couplie weeks.

On or about 02716/26 the Vietim notified her mother that she wanted to move out of the house
and stay with this familv until she could get an apartment of her own. The family lives at 1551
Whittnan Dr {West Methousne), with the friend’s brother and father (ellrey Fordlev). Since the
Victim is 18, ber mother was willing fo allow her or was unabie 1o prevent her from moving out
and told her that she would have to take steps 1o have the vehicle in her mother's name
transferred inle her name.
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On 0241826 the Victim contacted her mother and asked for the AT&T account information and
PIN 10 access the acoount. At that time, the Victin's cell phione was owned by her mother and
was on her mother’s AT&T plan. The Victim advised she was a1 Verizon and was trying to

transier the phone info & Verizon account in her own name. The mother fearned that the aduly

male (Jeffrey ) was with her at the Verizon store and was suspicious, The Victim also reforred 10
Jefirey as her “daddy,” which also cansed the mother to be suspicious and have concerns. The

mother told the Victim she would not give her access to alter the AT&T gecount, but she was

willing to help her transfer the phone into her own name or gt her an account in her own name,
Later that day the mother would research Jeffroy Fordley on the internet and was led to believe
thit he had criminal history or fraud accusations. This led fo the mother having a series of
conversations with the Vietim, which ultimately led the Victim fo Jesrn that she was being taken
advantage of. and her returning home (o her mother's residence). Sgt Perez would conduct n
brief search of Jeffiey Fordiey in Florida eriminal court databases hut did not locate anything
other than antmal violations, Sgt Perez did observe that he appears only (o have lived in Flonda,
or hes had a Florida Driver’s License only since 2021, s¢ he may have criminal history in other
states. He appears to have been born in New York,

The first incident that was reported involved the Victim going {0 or being taken o Verizon for a
new phone. The WMPD would later interview the Vietim on 02/19/26 and learn the following.

The Victim had gone to Verizon with the Suspect (Jeffrey Fordley). Initially the Victim stated
that she went to Vorizon with the intention of getting put onto the Suspect’s Verizon plan, The
Suspect had suggested they go to this specific Verizon store (Maudabar Rd} due w0 him having past
dealings with an emplovee there. This was unusual as there are muitiple Verizon stores in West
Melbourne and closer 1o the 1551 Whitman Dr address than this store, Whatever the wnitial plan
was, once al the store the Victim was convinced 1o ohiain miltiple phones in 2 different avcounts

1 fer aame. The Vietim was led to believe that Jeffrey would be paying the bill for this aceount,
however i was il done in her name. Ultimatel v, she was convineed 1o get 7 new iPhones of
varying models, The Verizon representative even convineed her to get extra phones, that she
didn’t need, explaining to her that she would save mo nwy. The Victim opened 2 separate Verizon
secounts in her pame. The first account Was & consumer accownt, with celiphones
using phone numbers 321.210-6568, 371.451-3873. and 371-451 6250, The second account was
4 business gecount ¢ with cellphones using phone numbers 321 ~475-0562, 321-479-
2595, 321-476.3113, and 324-479-7161. Despite the Vietim being convinced to get this business

acconnt, no business information was provided {by the Victim) for this account,

The Victim stated that the arrangement was that she would get one of the new phoaes, with 2 of
the new phones going to the Suspect {one personal, one business), and a new phone going 1o
both his daughter and his son. OF the remgining unused phones, she was told they would sell
those amd use the money W put towards the bill. The Victim believed the Suspect would be
paying the Verizon bill, which made sense to her since he and both his children were getting new
phones for personal sudfor business use. The Victim works at Target and would have no need for
& Yerizon business account,

A short time afier the phones were obtained the Victim, her friend and J effrev went to the
Walmart in West Melbourne (845 Palm Bay Rd}. They were poing to sell some of the new
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phones into an ecoATM machine to get money for the phiones. The machine at Walmart was not
operational, Jefitey then instructed the Vietim and his daughter io go 1o a Dollar General store
near or on University Blvd in Melbourne to use that ccoATM machine. Jeffrey remained at

Walmart shopping,

The Vietim and the friend would go to the ecoATM machine af loast 2 times during this day. On
ane trip they would sell the old phones previoush used by the Suspect’s daughter and son, which
were no longer needed because they now had new iPhones on the account opened in the Vietim's
name. On the other trip they would sell 2 of the new phones ohiained on this day. These phones
would vepresent the 3 phones purchased on the consumer aceount. The Vietim reporied that she
obiained $209 dollars and $1790 dollars for the 2 old phones, and 5660, 3600, and 5283 dollars
for the brand-iew phones, it was estimated that the new phones were Hkely $1.000 dollars each,
if purchased new, so the money obtained for these transactions would nol be sufficient to pay the
bill 1o Verizon, Sgt Perez would later be provided with emailed receipts from the ecoATh
transactions which confirmed that the Victim only received 5403 dollars for the iPhone 17 Pro
Max sold, and $263 dollurs {each) for two iPhene 17 phones sold. The money obtained from the
ccoATM maching transactions was tumed over to the friend, because the Victim was driving and
then tumed over to Jeffrev. The Victim beligved that Jeffrey had not paid anything towards the
new Verizon secounts except approximately $300 dollars during the activation of the pew
accouns (o epver faxes,

The three phones sold 1o the ecoATM machine were determined to be the 3 phones obtained on
the consumer acovunt ﬂg:f the Victim, The documents provided for these 3 phones

dir mot fist the account number. The documents identify these phones as follows:

*  Apple iPhone 17 256GB with a device 1D8 333502585741 207, wireless fnnher
3Z1-210-6568
¢ Apple iPhone 17 256GB with a device 1D# 35066123671391 8, wireless sumber
3214516250
*  Apple ifhone 17 Pro Max 256GB with a device 1D# 356605228365363. wireless number
; :
g SN Yk b
321-451.3873,

The receipts indicate that ecoATM paid out $263 dollars for the 2 iPhone 17 devices and 3403
doliars for the iPhone 17 Pro Max device for g total of $929.00 dollars. 1 would fater be
determined these phones were o white iPhone 17 Pro Max. 2 white iPhone 17 and a blug iPhone

i7

Documents provided from Verizon for only the 3 phones sold on the consumer account indicate

that the Victim would be responsible for $75.00 month) v Hine aceess for each device, with ne
Histed contract length, This would mean that the Victim would be billed from Y erizon 4
mintnum of §225.00 dollars, including other fees month! y for the deviees that were sold to the
ecoATM, which would no longer be available to the Victis,

The Victim and ber mother would later contact the friend and/or the Suspect 1o request geting
the other phones back to be returned 1o Verizon, Later that day (02:23/26) they would recover
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the 3 phomes that were in the possession of the Suspeet and his children. Sgt Perez took phoios of
these phones and documented that they were as follows:
® iPhone 17 256GH with & device ID# 357417

& iPhone 17 25668 with a device TD¥ 330661
FARARNSEE

A%

4

& iPhone 17 25608 with a device ID#

il

the mist blue phone appeared to still be in the unopened and sealed box, so the phone may aof
have been tarned on or activated ver. This may have been the phone intended 10 be kept by the
Suspect, as the old phones belonging 1o his children had been sold to the ecoATM and they
would have ikely activated and been using the new iPhones given to them,

Vhe Victin still had the iPhone obtained for her and had heen using i fo comununicate witil she
was ready to ture the devives all back over to Verizon, Dusin ¢ the fransaction for these devices
the phione she had previously, which was a cell phone on her mother's AT&T account had been
kept by the store as u trade in, despite the phone not bein g puid for and her mother not having
agreed to this. They had not been able to get the phone hack as the store claimed it was no longer
there. Becouse they {ult the representative was knowingly involved in the scheme with the
Suspect, they did not retumn (o speak with him, They had attempted to speak to a manpger of the
store calling from & different Verizon store, but they clatmed there was no manager available.

The phone that was s4il in the possession of the Victim and intending to be retumed 1o Yerizon

s 1

ax follows:
e iPhone {7 Pro Max with g device 1D# 356397740301 D, wireless number 321-479-0562,
and is Orange in eolor,

Also, during this interview {02/19/26) we learned that the Suspect assisted the Vierim in filing
her tax return, At that time the Victim believed that the rerurn, which was expected {o be
approximately $369 doliars, was set to be electronically deposited into her bank account, St
Perer suggested that she look into the filing, it she could, because it was more lkel y the Suspect
set it up fo go to him. The Vietim also realized that she was not able 1o secess the Verizon
aecount online to give us information during the imerview. When she tried it mompied her to
enter the phone number associated with fhe sceount, and despite the fact that she was the account
holder, the number that sppeared 1o be needed was the phone the Suspect kept for himsel! It also
prompted hor for g PIN which she did vot know, This forther suggested that even though she was
going to be financislly responsible fir the aceounts, the Suspect had it sent up to give him
controd of them. This would also lead us to believe that this was intentionally fravdulent on his
behalf,

Itwas determined that since the tmsactions of purchasin £ the phones had boen done in Palm
Bay, the West Metbourne Police Department may not have Jurisdiction for that fraud. The
Yictim was instructed fo report this to the Palm Bay Police Department (PBPD). Sat Peres was
Fater notified that the Vietim and her mother had reperted the incident regarding the phonss o
the PBPD and were given a vase report #2026-051210, They were led to believe that the PRPD
did not think this was criminal and was not actually making a formal report. They were also told
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by PBPLD that this should have been reported (o our agency (WMPD) because they had stready
discussed the matter with us.

Sgt Perez would later be contacted by the Victim and her mother (who § gt Perer comununicated
most with) and would leamn that they could net get much information on the tax return Bled.
They learned that the return was scheduled to be deposited fato a Regions Bank sccount, which
the Victim does not have. The IRS advised them that they would have to know what tax service
provider was used in order to get documentation zbout the return filed. The Victim does not
know what system was used to file her retum, The IRS advised her that if the aceount scheduled
to receive the funds does not have the Victin's name associated with it the bank should rejeet the
iransfer. Sg1 Perez sugpested they go to Regions Bank and make sure there was not an sccount
the Victim was associated with, that she was unaware of, Sgit Pevez suspecied that the Suspect
may bave exther added her to his account o1 opened & new acoount in hoth of their names io
receive the funds, Regions Bank confinmed that there was no account in which the Victim was
assoviated with but obviously would not be able to identify the account holder of any known
aceounts witheut Jegal process. The bank also confirmed that if the deposit was sent to an
account without the name of the subject of the tax retur on i, that it would he rejected. The
Victim would have to contact the IRS to get the refund re-filed properly.

The Victim stated that to the best of her knowledge the tux return was filed by the Suspect on
8271726, On that date the Victim was still considered to be Living at the 1551 Whitman Dr
address, and the tax return wonld have been filed from that location, Those circumstances would
lead us to believe we hud jurisdiction for a erime involving this tax return.

On §2/23/26 Spt Peree was notified that the Vietim had roceived a credit card notice that an

application was made in her name with Discover Card. They had taken steps to protect her eredit
¢ the Suspect is known to have her personal information to include at least her name, date of
bivth and social security number, The Victim was going to eontact Discover Card and see if they
could get information on the account that was opened or attempted o have been opened. They
advised the Victim does not have a Discover Card. did not know anviiing about getting
Discover Cand account and did not authorize any acoount,

Cn Q224726 St Perez was provided with a copy of the letter recsived in the mail, It was dated
02/17/26 and was addressed to the Victim at her mother's address. 1t indicated that they
{Discover) had received 8 “Discover it” card application with the Vietim™s name and/or social
securtty number. It instructed her to contact Discover i she had not applied for this account o
card. This would further indicate 3 fravdulent use of the Vietim's personal identification
information by the Suspect. The Vietim was advised by Discover that the application was

recerved on U2/16/26 which would also have occurred while the Victim was “lving™ at the 1551

Wihitman Dy address. This would further show an ongoing course of fraudulent conduct by the

Suspest using the Victint's personal information and convincing her io take action such as giving
him her personal information and signing for the 7 new Verizon phones on 2 different accounts.

Prue to this ongoing act
scheme and obtain suf!

vity the WMPD will attompt to investigate the matter as one ongoing
icient evidence for a criminal charpe for frand.
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On (224726 St Perez went 1o 523 E University Bivd, where the Dollar General is located, Sgt
Perez made contact with ccoATM and azt&mptm ta recover f%‘u, m'»i-.f phones, as Sgt Perex
believed the Victim had been “scammed” info that transaction. ecoATM accessed the machine

and opened it for him, but there were no phones prmmt Sgt Perez believes the phones may have
been picked up &%mm by the company. They advised that using the IME] munbers, IDH's
previously lisied in this repert, the company may be able to flag the devices and if they are
located send them to the WMPD. Later this aflemoon St Peres would receive an omall from
2eoATM g"‘fm“ﬁwm% claim pumbers assigned 1o cach of the three devices that were sold, Thos

claim numbers are as follows:

¢ iPhone 17 Pro Max - IMEL 356305228365363, Claim: C03493547

e iPhone 17 - IME! 35350258574 1307, Claim: 003493546

s iPhone 17~ IMET 350661 236713918, Claim: C0349354&

I eoATM a'm;mff&d t0 he relimbursed for the money paid for these devices this will mmgr be

prid by the Victim whe voluntarily sold the phones, and (if possible} passed on to the § WEHECE 88
further loss caused by his actions. The money was reportedly given 1o the Suspect, so he would
have been the person to profit from the phones being sold, 1 the phones can be recovered and are
not reguired to be reimbursed, they will be returmed to the Viciim who will retum them to
Verizon when tryving 1o cancel all the accounts and phone Hnes opened on 02/18/26,

Based on the information obtained Sgt Perez he
f;"ﬁmnmj ?ﬁmw

wverd the Suspect has commitied multiple
‘*‘imm i include Scheme to Defraud (817.034) as he has apparently been in an

: i 1o obtain property {(new cell phones snd monsy) from the V fetim, by convincing
me ‘% ietim 1o obiain phones on & new account in her name. 11 was also the Fm&%u 5 et (o
provide his chitdren with new phones that the Victim would be financially responsible for. He

a mprm Lo obtain funds. in the form of the Vietim’s tax return, which was electronicali ¥
set 1o be received 1o an aceount the Vietim did not know about and had no access 1o, In sddition
to these charges the Euagk would have commitied a Criminal se of Another Person’s personal
information by applying for s Discover Card in the Victim's name. without the Vietim's
knowledge or consent using either her name andior social security numiber. Further proof of the
Suspect’s actions may require additiona! documentation pot vet obtained by the Vietim,

On (272526 Syt Perez received an email containing an image of & tex! conversation between the
Vietim and Suspect, This was the conversation St Perez been told about where the Victim asked
the Suspeet for the money given 1o him by selling the phones to the ecoATM, We believed that i1
ccoATM wax able to return the phones sold, that they may want io he compensated for the
maoney paid out. The Suspect advised thas be would have » pet the money back from “Joe,”
whmn 18 supposed to be the Verizon representative that made the sale for the phones to the

Vietim, The Szj.ﬁ et indicated that he “paid off” the phones they got from Verizon,

F2726/26 Bt Perer received an email condgining bills from Verizon that the Victin had

received to help explain the fnancial loss the Vietim would he taking from these transactions,
Spt Perer did not believe the Suspect would not acuall ¥ pay these bilis on the Victings behalf

as she was ted to helieve he would,
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The first bill was for the consumer account showing her first bill for February was $467.36, This
was tor the theee phones on this account, which were 2 iPhone | 7s and 1 iPhone 17 Pro Max.
The bill listed 36 months of additional pavinents through 0272929, 1 all 37 pavments were the
sarme s the payvment for February (5467 36} the Victim would be wxpectod to pay $17.282.32 on
this account, This would have been for 3 phones that the Suspect convinced her to sell o
£CoATM, where she obtained $929.00 for the sale of. 1t is unreasonable (o assumne and ve
unlikely that the Suspect would have paid this bill for the Victim for the next 36 months. as she
was lod to believe, when ne one would be benefiting from the use of the phones sold,

ol

The second bill was for the business aceount and listed the 4 lines previously reported. The first
bill showed that the Victim would be expected to pay $228.36 in March. The bill shaws Device
Fromotional Credits {-5829.99 - cach) tuking $3319.95 from the bill, and a Credit to the maonthly
bkl of {82324 — each) taking $92.96 off the bill. 1t is unclear i¥ these credits would extend the
life of the contract, which also appears 1o be 36 months, or if the hill would o up significantly
with the credits no longer being applied, There are additions! eredits that appesr to be applied,
but is unclear what phones are involved as al]

b show one number listed (321-479-0562).

There was o second bill associated with the business account. This hill indicated that there was a
%32.49 dobiar bill for the main number {321 ~479-(1562) and additional charges of $42.29 for each
of the 3 addivonal tines on the business aceount (3214792595 3214793113, and 321-476.
161} This would suggest that the Victim would have been expected to pay $228.36 in addition
to $179.36 cach month, $407.72 total, every month aiso for 36 months, This would total
S14.677.92 over the course of the 36-menth contract i the charges remained the same every
sosth,

1 the charges are accurate and remain the same. the Vietim in this vase would have been
convineed, Iy the Suspeet and possibly by the Verizon representative, to sign up for contracts
that would have ultimately cost her 831,970.24 dollars over the course of 36 months, In doing so

she would have only received the use of the one phone she kept for her, with 3 others going to
the Suspect aud his 2 children, and three phones having been sold for less than $1,000 total.

%

331326 Sgit Perez was notified about a fext message sent o the Vietim's mother received on
HUZ/26. The Suspect was contacting the Vietim's mother as the Vietim is now i g new
phone and number, which the Suspect does not know. The fext message indicated that the
Victing's 1% return “came into™ bis account and that all she has 1o do is mest him u the bank {o
sign seme paperwerk o “release 117 He stated that if she does not the bank will send the money
pack snd she won't be able to get it for § months, when the IRS sends 2 papay check. This
sounded suspicious as the Victim was told by the bank, that it the Mogey comes in with & name
Aot assovtated on the scoount, the tax return would automatically he vejected. B is unknown if the
Suspeet intends to meet with the Vietim 1o try to convinees her 1o sign the money over fo him,
sign over something clse w him, or just vy o talk ber put of tiling criminal charges against bim
as hie has not talked to her directly sinee these reports were made.,

4

Later this aflernoon St Perez made contaet ftelephone) with a Regions Bank Investigator who
confirmed that i the Suspect had or has a Regions Bank account, and 2 tax return was
electronicaily deposited or attempted, documents reguested by subpoena should show this, Syt

Perez advised he would have a subpoens sent oant for that information,
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Sgt Perez also recelved s response email from ecoATM reg garding the cellphones recovered.
They confitmed that the company wants 10 be refmbursed for the money paid oul, prior o the
phones b eturned to the Victim, otherwise they would like the phones returned to the
COMPay s advised the current payout would be $526 dollars (8263 each), forthe 2
FECOVEr f:*«i phones that were paid out. Sgi Perez notified the Vietin that eco ATM wants 10 he
reimbursed mzﬁ asked them io let him know if they are willing to do this to get the phones
retumed. The last phone, if recovered, would be an sdditiona! $403 dollars 10 be released.

;’@
The

On B3/05/26 Sgt Peree forwarded information fo me where | intended fo send & subpoeng o
Begions Bank ?m' evidence of the tax return befng sent to an accownt in the Suspect’s name.

On U3/09/26 Spt Peres received emails from eco ATM advising that the third device {iPhone |
Fro Max) hud been located and was being shipped e WMPD,

On 03/12/026 Sgt Perez received the last device in the mail. He verified the IME] number
{356605228365363 ) matched the paperwork provided to by the Victim snd her mother, a5 the
third device sold to ecoATM. The three phones will be held as cvidence witil the Victim decides
i they are going fo reimburse eco ATM for the cost peid out, in which case the phones will be
turned over o the Vi ictim. I not, the devices will be sent back 1o ecoATM.

On D326 Jeit Fordley called into the Wess Metbourne Police | Department to speak to g
supervisor sbout 2 matter related to this case. A Patrol Serpeant called ¥ “ordley in Sgi Perez's
presence. B md oy m ovided the Sergeant with a brief ugﬂm ation retated to the situation, He
advised that this voung female friend of his daughter's had been kicked out of her house by her
mother and he *ﬂism ed her to stay with them. He then began helping her get her stuff together.
While doing this he assisted her in filing her tax return, He advised that the girl had “made up”
with her mother and retumed home. &és,« indicated that *m: tax retum money had been placed into
his bank aceount, but his bank was sow ivmz‘“ﬂwzm& im for fraud and has since frozen his
account, He advised m&a he has been trying fo get the young female (Victim) (o come to the bank
to and sign a piece of paper that will aliow her o get this money and allow the bank o unfrecze
his account. He stated that he had considered filing a report with us {possibly for a fraud) against
the Vietim, but he did not specify what action she may have done that would lead him to believe
he was a Victim. He stated multiple tmes that he was trying o resolve the situation withou
filing & veport against her. He stated getting this money released and getting his account unfrozen
was the fast step in what was going on, but he did not provide details sbout what other steps had
tken place,

& Perer notified Det Brickhous

o of this phone call and the statements Fordley made,

amgwﬁwnw he sy wand to come inoand filea report, He had mentioned that %‘wwkw {0323} was
the date his bank had given him to get this matter resolved ’mé sugg sested that as of Monday he

may need f0 take some other action, possibly reporting something to the police s:i%;fp;az"izmm

On 0372326 S ﬁ“g:mf attempted to make contact with Fosdley (321-315-3894) but received no
answer and lefl a message. A short time later Fordley cailed back and discussed the jssue he was
cluiming i have, Eﬁs: adimitted to helping the Victim file her taxes weeks agu, knowing that the
money would be deposited info his account. He advised that he has done this with his children in

P
o
=
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the past and that there is @ release form that they or she would have to sign 1o got the money
released. He advised that the Vietim has refused to meet with him and sign this release, which
has led the bank 10 freeve his aceount and possibly file fraud charges sgainst him. He confinned
that today was the deadline the bank gave him 1o get this taken care o, and if he does not have it
done by Spive the bank would file charges on him. He said he saved messages between hisy and
the Viciim and the Vietin's mother showing he was trying to get this addressed. He mentioned
at feast twice that this tax retum was the last thing he needed to get addressed,

LA

gt Perez asked him if there were other issues and he said ves. He talked show having helped the

Vietim get a new cell phone and talked abowt ber selling his old phones at an ecoATM, but he
L% ) . h
did not elaborate, St Perez did not ask for more details as be did not want hin Lo think WE WEND

dad
bk

avestigating that uatil he was willing to come in and speak to someone. He advised he would be
willing to come in and show us the messages between him and the Victim and her mother, He
also stated he wanted to have the incident documented in case the bank filed fraud charges on
him. He stated that he had a meeting at the bank this aflemoon, that he expecied to be finished by
4pm and he would come te the police depariment after. The phione call was recorded and placed
inio the electronic case file. He was not sworn 1o bis statements, and 3¢t Perez did not want him
to think he was being interviewed, Fordley failed to respond 1o the WMPD to speak with anvone
on that day.

On 372726, 1 Deective Brickhouse was assigned this case for further investi gation,

Om 354726, sent subpoenas fbr the Internal Revenue Service, Verizon Wireless, and Regions
Bank,
1319726, {received the Regions Bank subposia results back and it shows that Jeftrey Fordley
2 accounts in s namclii _ R In reference o the aceount ending in
37206 there was & depositieredit from the RS/ Treasury Department for s tax refund
troum the Vieting in the amount of $321.00. It should be noted the subpoena was for the dates of
2/13/26 through 2/23/26 in which there was 2 zero balance in the sceomnt prior to the deposit of
the 832100 On the same day, $2001.00 was removed {received cash) from the account, leaving n

-

Y206, the Victim came 10 the station due to her receiving a fetler in the mail abou? an
application for ¢redit with Discover, According to the denial letter, the application was received
on 217726 and the address that is listed was 1581 Whitman Drive Wesi Melbourne, FL which
belongs tw Fordley. The Vielim advised she never filled ont ap appiication: however, she
remembered giving Fordley hey social security number snd date of hirth while completing the
process for the cellphones (st Verizon Wireless), It should be noted the phone listed on the
application is (32135153894, which belongs to Fordley, The VicHm wrote i statement advising
she dido’s fill out an application or ever give anvone permission to apply for credit in her name.

LE

Later in the day, Fordley came to the station to spesk with me and provided me the following in
swpmary: He advised his daughter to ask hin if the Victim could stay with them due to family
issues al home. Fordley said he knew the Victim good cnough for her to call him “daddy™ and he
considered her his daughter. Fordley said she asked him o do her tax s, help her get 8 cellphone,
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and drop ofi her car. The first thing they took care of was getting her some cellphones (he claims
she figured out that uiw could get multiple phones, so she did),

Fordley had her and E,m lavghier bring two old cellphones that %mh;sngﬁ{: t0 him to the ecoATM
o pawn in which he re n«::»:%i $400 for. These would have been the phones his son and daaagﬁ%ﬁu
had been using, F iw’&iw claimed he paid the raxes on the cellphones &t Verizon Wireless that
were for the Vietim which were also $400, He advised the Victim's mother filed & FepoT! again
him with Palm Bay Police Department gbout the phones ﬂmi WETE puf chased in the name of ﬁ?
Vietim. Fordley then said he completed the taxes for the Vietim and had the funds sent o his
personal account due to an issue with the Victim wanting M vse frer account. §i should be noted
that the Victim had previously advised this statement was false,

Fordley said when the funds were deposited into his sceount, the account was frozen by Regions
Bank due i0 it appearing 1o be fraudulent. It should be noted; the Victim is not listed or apart of
his account so the funds should never have been sent to bis account, Fordley said he aske x,,% the
Victim o come 1o the bunk 1o sign a form so she could get her money and she advised her
mother said not o, Fordley then advised he also had spoken to the Brevard County Sherif's
ii”*i‘%un about the incident, and they forwarded him 1o WMPD. Fordley m}wﬁ&d the name of his
point of comtuct at the Kmmm Bank (located at 1051 W, New Haven Ave

Fordley g‘unmmwf mie with copies of text message ftom ﬁw Tietim's phone number and ber
mother’s phone, s;*\g,»%amui te him regardiess of what the messape may s ay, we can'{ pig
whoever behind the phone that may have been fexting hin mmmm ately, When asied about how
the Victim was able to g_:a:z so many phones he advised m ;ﬁwﬁn tknow, He then advised that
Verizon ran her credit and all he did was bring her to the tocation. Fordley advised in wial, the
Victim was able o et 5 phones and one of which went 1o his duughter,

Fordley mpmmm the conversation about the Victim's taxes came shout when she originally was
going to get her mother o complete them but changed her mind. He claims she called two tax

services, and they were asking for about $200 each, so he offered to do it for her. Fordiey said
the Victim asked him 1o put the return into Bis account, but he couldn’t remember which tax
service he used, and the tax information was sent to her email address . Fordley was swom 1o his
werbal stafement,

Un 6/22/20, the celiphones that were placed into evidence from the FcoATM were sent back vis
FedEx due to Hemander not wishing to pay for them 1o keep therm,

O 212726, 1 recers
Discover, which w

ed the business certification for the application that was submitted to
as dene outside of the knowledge and withou! permission of Hermandes,
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Based on the above facis, statements and physical evidence provided, vour Affiant has probable
cause to believe and does believe that the above listed probable cause, all leads to the
substantiation that defendant, Jeffrey Robert Foroley, has commitied a violation of the laws ﬁf
the State of Florida, o wit: ﬁ&'gmym Fraud Obtain Preperty Less than 20,080, contrary i
section 817,034 (4)(ay3}, Florida Statutes, Crimingl Use of Personal Identification
information, comtrary to section 817.568(2)a}, Florida Statutes,

Your Affiant, Deteciive

Donovan Brickhouse (heretnattor referred o as Your Affiant} {s a swom

Law Enforcement Offiver emploved by the City of West Melhoume since 2014, This certification
was aecemphished through the Brevard Community College Police Testing Center, Melboume,
Florida in 2008 and accompanied with the successtul completion of a State administeres
certification test. Since that time. yowr affiant hus served in the West Melbourne Polive
Department’s Patrel Division and held the positions of Patrol Officer and Field Training Officer.
Presently. your affiant is sssigned io the Criminal Investigations Division of the West Melbourne
Police Department as a Detective. Responsibilities in this Division include the iny estigation of
felony orimes, “x’nw affiont has received taaining in Investipative Interviews and over 700
additionyl training hours, including mu}f Law Enforcement expertence from 2001-2008 in the stale

of North Carcling. Your Affiant nls

a Bachelor of Scienee Degree in Criminal Justice

WHEREAS, vour Affiant makes this sffidavit and prays for the issuance of an Arrest Warrant with
authority to effect the arvest of Jeffrey Bobert Fordisy for the violation of the laws of the State of
Hﬂziﬁia o wils Organized Fraud Obtaln Property Less thun 20,000, contrary to section

L0340 a)3), Flonda Suatutes, Criminal Use of Persona! ldentificstion Information,

wmmr}» to section 817.568(2)a), Florida Stalutes,

SWORN TO AND SUBSCRIBED BEFORE !

% mﬁ Md&mnme Emﬁwg mtg}d&‘ﬂ"ﬂmh
Aftiant

1E THIS _209th DAY OF _Julv | A.D 2026 BY
Detective Donovan Brickhouse (ATant) WHO IS PERSOMALLY KNOWN TO ME.

SERC ;iﬁw MICHALL PEREY w760
ISWORN LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER]
BREVARD COUNTY. FLORIDA
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