Gambling in Jewish Law

The problem for us is with the Rambam

Laws of Theft 6:10-11
What is gambling? Playing with sticks or
stones or bones and the like, and they make a
condition with each other that whoever defeats
the friend in this game, will take some sum of
his money — this is Rabbinic teft.
Even though it was with his will, since he took
his friends money for nothing, as a way of
game — this is theft. And similarly those that
race animals or birds.....
One who gambles with a gentile — does not
violate theft. But there is still a prohibition of
engaging in friviouls pursuits: for a person
should labor all his days either in Torah or in
the building of the world
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Laws of Testimony 10:4
And similarly the gambler, provided he has no
other job, since he does not participate in the
settlement of the world —
He is under the assumption of sustaining
himself from the gambling which is “Avak”
theft.
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This poses three problems:

(1) Once gambling is theft, why does it
matter whether one is professional or
not?We should follow Rami Bar
Chamah?

(2) If indeed this is considered theft, then
why does the Rambam in the laws of
testimony need his tortured
formulation?

(3) Why reject our ruling based on
Sahnedrin? Magid Mishnah said its
based on Shabbos (see ‘or zarua’) but
if so, why not follow Rami Bar Chamah
totally?

The ruling of Shulchan Aruch (370) begins with a verbatim quote from the Rambam, though not
totally surpising, but still a question how it would impact us today, but adds:
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And the Custom has spread like the other view, to permit gambling, and it is only prohibited if he
has no other profession. And if he gambled on credit, he must pay.




Is it in his hands?

Not at all:

Never prohibited, because
he comited to it

is permissable

Totally:

then ask second question:
did he exagerate?

Somewhat:

miscalculates how much
control he has

IS prohibited

If he didn't - this is a real
agreement

permissable

If he did - he's joking
not permissable




