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In this original and controversial book Professor Rawls argues that
Durkheim’s The Elementary Forms of Religious Life is the crowning
achievement of his sociological endeavour and that since its publica-
tion in English in 1915 it has been consistently misunderstood. Rather
than a work on primitive religion or the sociology of knowledge, Rawls
asserts that it is an attempt by Durkheim to establish a unique epistemo-
logical basis for the study of sociology andmoral relations. By privileging
social practice over beliefs and ideas, it avoids the dilemmas inherent in
philosophical approaches to knowledge and morality that are based on
individualism and the tendency to treat concepts as the limit of knowl-
edge, both tendancies that dominate western thought. Based on detailed
textual analysis of the primary text, this book will be an important
and original contribution to contemporary debates on social theory and
philosophy.

Anne Warfield Rawls is Associate Professor of Sociology at Bentley
College, Waltham,Massachusetts. She has a background in both sociol-
ogy and philosophy and has published extensively on social theory and
social justice.

© Cambridge University Press www.cambridge.org

Cambridge University Press
052165145X - Epistemology and Practice: Durkheim’s The Elementary Forms of Religious
Life
Anne Warfield Rawls
Frontmatter
More information

http://www.cambridge.org/052165145X
http://www.cambridge.org
http://www.cambridge.org


Epistemology and Practice
Durkheim’s The Elementary Forms
of Religious Life

Anne Warfield Rawls

© Cambridge University Press www.cambridge.org

Cambridge University Press
052165145X - Epistemology and Practice: Durkheim’s The Elementary Forms of Religious
Life
Anne Warfield Rawls
Frontmatter
More information

http://www.cambridge.org/052165145X
http://www.cambridge.org
http://www.cambridge.org


         
The Pitt Building, Trumpington Street, Cambridge, United Kingdom

  
The Edinburgh Building, Cambridge, CB2 2RU, UK
40 West 20th Street, New York, NY 10011–4211, USA
477 Williamstown Road, Port Melbourne, VIC 3207, Australia
Ruiz de Alarcón 13, 28014 Madrid, Spain
Dock House, The Waterfront, Cape Town 8001, South Africa

http://www.cambridge.org

C© Anne Warfield Rawls 2004

This book is in copyright. Subject to statutory exception
and to the provisions of relevant collective licensing agreements,
no reproduction of any part may take place without
the written permission of Cambridge University Press.

First published 2004

Printed in the United Kingdom at the University Press, Cambridge

Typeface Plantin 10/12 pt. System LATEX2 []

A catalogue record for this book is available from the British Library

Library of Congress Cataloguing in Publication Data
Rawls, Anne Warfield, 1950–
Epistemology and practice: Durkheim’s The elementary forms of religious life / Anne
Warfield Rawls.
p. cm.

Includes bibliographical references and index.
ISBN 0 521 65145 X
1. Durkheim, Emile, 1858–1917. Formes âlâmentaires de la vie religieuse.
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