RX

Rules are often regarded as limitations on individual freedom, yet their function
within society is far more complex than simple restriction.
In many situations, rules do not merely prevent certain actions but also make

cooperation possible by providing a shared structure within which people can act.

For instance, without commonly accepted guidelines, individuals might pursue their
own interests in ways that conflict with others, which could eventually lead to
disorder.

This suggests that what appears to limit freedom may, in fact, create the conditions

under which freedom can be exercised meaningfully.

Having experienced environments in which regulations were either too strict or too
weak, people tend to recognize that balance is essential.
If rules were removed entirely, society would not become more free, but rather more

unstable, as individuals would lack a clear basis for decision-making.

At the same time, excessive control may reduce creativity, because people become
reluctant to act beyond what is explicitly permitted.
This tension between order and freedom is not easily resolved, and different

societies address it in different ways.

What is important, therefore, is not whether rules exist, but how they are designed
and applied over time.
Without careful adjustment, even well-intended systems may fail to produce the

outcomes they were meant to achieve.
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(D How are rules often viewed?

(2 Why are rules necessary for cooperation?

(3 What might happen if rules were completely removed?

@ LBV ERRKZRV BRI,

Why can excessive control be a problem?

a. It increases freedom
b. It reduces creativity
c. Itimproves cooperation

d. It strengthens balance
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This tension between order and freedom is not easily resolved, and different

societies address it in different ways.
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(M As limitations on individual freedom

(2 Because they provide a shared structure that makes cooperation possible

(3 Society would become more unstable
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e Forinstance, without commonly accepted guidelines, individuals might
pursue their own interests in ways that conflict with others, which could
eventually lead to disorder.
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e This suggests that what appears to limit freedom may, in fact, create the

conditions under which freedom can be exercised meaningfully.

that L FDFEEE : what appears to limit freedom

that AT D EDEE : may create
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If rules were removed entirely, society would not become more free, but
rather more unstable, as individuals would lack a clear basis for

decision-making.
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