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Introduction 

1. These are the written reasons for the Regulatory Commission (“the Commission”) that
considered the charges against Osman Foyo (“OF”)

2. OF has been, and still is, a player in Step 4 or above of the football pyramid. He is
currently a player for AFC Wimbledon.  OF was identified as being someone who might
possibly have been betting in breach of the Football Association’s (“FA”) betting rules
(“the Rules”).  Further to investigation, the FA issued charges against OF.

3. The relevant factual background herein is a summary of the submissions provided to
the Commission. It does not purport to contain reference to all the points made, or to
all the statements and information provided, however the absence in these reasons of
any particular point, or submission, should not imply that the Commission did not take
such point, or submission, into consideration when it determined the matter. For the
avoidance of doubt, the Commission has carefully considered all the evidence and
materials furnished in this case.







contracted/registered to ITFC (Premier League) Chelmsford City FC (National League 
South) and AFC Wimbledon (League Two).   
 

14.  witness statement confirms that the FA were initially contacted by a betting 
operator on the grounds that OF had potentially breached the Rules.  The FA contacted 
UK-licensed betting operators asking them to share any accounts in the name of OF 
that showed breaches of the Rules.  One further account was notified. As a result, three 
betting accounts in total were identified which showed a total of 252 football related 
bets made by OF. 
 

15.  witness statement sets out the details of the bets involved.  The total amount staked 
across the two relevant seasons and the 252 bets was £6,522.10. The return on those 
bets was £6,158.62 resulting in a net loss of £363.48.  
 

16. In terms of the breakdown of those bets, the witness statement shows that in the 2023/24 
season £3,649.92 was staked with returns of £5,162.14 and a net profit of £1,512.22.  
In the 2024/25 season £2,872.18 was staked with returns of £996.48 and a net loss of 
£1,875.70. 
 

Bets Placed on Competitions entered into by his Clubs  
 

17. The witness statement shows that 106 bets were made which involved League and Cup 
competitions in which OF’s Clubs were entered into during the respective seasons. 
 

18. These bets had a total stake of £2,455.90 with returns of £2,020.88 with a net loss of 
£435.02. 

 
Bets Placed Involving his own Club 
 
19. The witness statement goes on to show that OF placed 33 bets on his own club and 

these relate to the following: 
 

- ITFC first team to Win 14 times 
- ITFC first team to Lose 7 times 
- Chelmsford City FC to Lose 4 times 
- Both Teams to Score in an ITFC first team match 3 times 
- ITFC Under 21s to Win 2 times 
- Chelmsford City FC to Win 2 times 
- ITFC Under 21’s to Lose 1 time 

 
20. These bets had a total stake of £1,182.15 with returns of £988.62 and net loss of 

£193.53. 
 
ITFC 
 
21. 24 of those bets were made on 17 matches involving the ITFC first team.  OF did not 

make any appearances or make any match day squads for ITFC and was not involved 
in any of those matches. 14 of those bets were made whilst OF was at ITFC prior to 16 
August 2024 after which OF went on loan to Chelmsford City FC until 2 January 2025.  
 









 
41. It is in the next categories where a sporting sanction also becomes relevant and those 

categories, in column three and four of the Guidelines relate to: 
 

a. “Bet placed on own team to win – 0-6 months to be determined by the factors 
below” 

b. Bet placed on own team to lose – 6 months – life to be determined by the factors 
below.” 

 
42. Those factors referred to, and which are to be considered are the following: 

 
- Overall perception of impact of bet(s) on fixture/game integrity 
- Player played or did not play 
- Number of bets 
- Size of bets  
- Fact and circumstances surrounding patter of betting 
- Actual stake and amount possible to win 
- Personal Circumstances 
- Previous Record 
- Experience of participant 
- Assistance to the process and acceptance of the charge. 

 
 

43. The Commission considered that as OF had bets that fell within both column three, 
where he had bet on his own team to win and which carries up to 6 months suspension, 
and column four, where he had bet on his own team to lose and which carries a starting 
point of at least a 6 month suspension, an appropriate starting point would be a 
suspension of 6 months.   

 
44. The Commission then went on to consider the aggravating factors in line with the 

Guidelines. 
 

45. The Commission considered that the bets were widely placed and the fact that bets had 
been placed not only on football matches generally but in particular on matches 
involving OF’s clubs was a significant consideration. This was aggravated by the fact 
that he had placed bets on his clubs to win in matches in which he himself was playing.  
It was also of concern that the evidence seemed to suggest that bets were being made 
in the period shortly before kick-off and in one case during the game itself after he had 
been substituted.   
 

46. The final, and most serious consideration when it came to perception was the fact that 
OF had placed bets on his clubs to lose.  Whilst it was noted that he did not play in 
those games himself it was of significant concern that he was involved with those clubs 
at that time.  The Commission were of the view that the perception of such actions could 
have a significant impact on the integrity of the game. 
 

47. The Commission also considered the number and size of the bets involved.  The number 
of bets was not insignificant given the relatively short time period in which they were 
placed.  It was though noted that on the whole the size of the bets was not considerable.  
There were however two marked exceptions to this which involved two single bets that 








