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Most of the prominent sociologists continue to influence world sociology of religion strongly. They believed that religion held immersive power over people and societies. Emile Durkheim was a sociologist who deemed that religion displayed a fundamental truth of existence because their religion strongly influences people's culture (Cipriani,  2017).  Emile Durkheim speculated that with the appeal and influence of modern religion would heighten due to people replacing religious tradition rules. Over the years, religious conflicts have risen, and religion has been considered a source of violence around the globe. Besides, religion has simultaneously been connected with other sources of violence. Such include economic, territorial, and ethnic origins; these sources have been interwoven into religion and have proven difficult to isolate them. Religiously motivated conflict is a pervasive element that promotes modern conflicts, and it plays a significant role in contributing to violent conflicts today. Even though none of the sociologists was particularly religious, they believe that religion has a strong power to influence people; this becomes evident in instances when major religious institutions become no stranger to religious conflicts.
Durkheim and Religious Functionality Theory
Religious conflicts arise when the functionalism of the church is distorted. Emile Durkheim spent most of his career in studying religion, in particular in small societies (Davie, 2013). Durkheim discovered that within the context of the community, religion has its place in influencing people's behaviors and their cognitive thinking. Durkheim found out that people tend to have religious symbols, rituals that are deemed sacred. In modern religion, people still view sacred objects with a sense of relevance to them even if some do not agree that the objects have extraordinary power in them. Durkheim also explained that religion is not always about beliefs; it is also comprised of ceremonies on the part of a group of believers. Traditions are necessary since they bind together members of religious institutions. Examples of special ceremonies performed in modern religion include marriages or births.
Religious conflicts have exemplified due to a lack of functionality in church denominations. Disagreeing on spiritual elements present in tradition by some members is among the many conflicts which at some point lead to the segregation of individual members from the church. Durkheim's theory of religion explains that without functionalism in the religious institution, the conflict can arise. He argues that functionalism in faith helps in maintain balance and at the same time, binds religious members by affirming their ethical values and beliefs daily. Durkheim states that religion influence increases a society's modernization. Some faithful members of religious institutions will consider the concept of God to be an extent, and they would replace religious thinking with scientific thinking ( Marks, 1974). The sociologist theories bring about the understanding that conflicts will arise due to individuals embracing civil religion, which may include civic celebrations, parades, and patriotism. Durkheim further elaborated that to solve the disputes, it would be through preserving social cohesion and order in the church denomination. From Durkheim's functionalist perspective, the most crucial function of religion is creating social interaction and the formation of groups. This provides social support and a place for social networks. Furthermore, religion promotes cohesion and integration, reason being. It is central to many people's concept of life.
Karl Marx, Religion Conflict Theory
Karl Marx was not a religious person and never detailed a complete study of religion. However, he explained religious conflicts thought the conflict theory. Marx viewed that people do not understand their religion, and that is among the sources of conflict. This view resonates with modern religious conflicts where members have a different understanding of their religion based on their cultural norms. Marx described religion as the opium of people's culture (Davie, 2013. He viewed religion as a tool of teaching people to accept outcomes of they live no matter how awful they are while postponing their rewards and happiness. He later explained that religion prohibits social change by diverting people's attention from worldly injustices and at the same time, justifying inequalities of power and wealth to the privileged. Discrimination of members is a significant source of religious conflict where people of wealth are given more privileged compared to people who have less. Marx's insisted on using the social-conflict critique of capitalism, and according to him, religion plays a fundamental role in maintaining equal status in society, especially in social groups that have more power than other groups of people. The theorist argued that religion could be used as a tool to control conflict; however, it can be a powerful tool in promoting religious disputes. Marx's theory elaborated on how religion is used to influence particular phenomena in human behavior and maintaining social equality by providing a common perception that condemns oppression. Marks was advocating for change and was committed to criticizing different religious organizations during his time for continuous portraying an aggressive behavior towards them for condemning their use of religion as a tool to maintain unequal status in the society (Davie, 2013). Though this theory it is evident that Marks was against the use of faith as a tool to spread inequality, this is evident in or modern religion where most of the people use religion as a to spread violence and create conflicts.
Similarities between Marx and Durkheim Theories
Both theorists offered analysis and explanation in terms of how religion functions and the role of religion in promoting disputes. Both theorists agree that religion plays a fundamental role in maintaining social status. They both argue that religious belief can be highly personal and that religion influences social beliefs, behavior, and norms. Besides, they explained that religion is a cultural universal social institution that is found in all communities. The theorist agreed that religious conflict varies between religious affiliations, and some of the spiritual elements are among the sources of disputes (Davie, 2013). Both sociologists argue that religions have a place in society. They view religion with the assumption that individuals with detrimental behaviors will be offered comfort; this will decrease the possibility of any anomie situations from happening and at the same time, provide change to people.
A Critical Comparison of the Two Theorists
Marx's approach to religion was crucial in the sense that he advocated change in the religious department. Marx's theory of religion kept an individual sedated. By declaring his motive, he described this as religion alienation. He believes that religion should be on a personal level. For Durkheim, he stated that religion brings society together and that it has strong power in influencing individual behaviors and values. In modern religion, this factor is among the contributors in a religious institution since some member wants different practices, and they may want to change some of the religious traditions. Durkheim supported the use of religious functionalism in religion; he explained that the structure of the society acts as a conflict control in the community (Cipriani, 2017).On the other hand, Marxist, however, told that a conflict control element would be if the creation of a structuralized social relationship in the sense that all connections are bound on similar religious values and traditions. Marxist was a sociologist who was an essentialist, and he believed that religious conflict was brought by the change of individuals from traditional religion to modern religion and also variations of individual social behavior. This left for no room for Durkheim's concept that conflict was not influenced by the introduction of civil religion or organic solidarity. The Marxist theory could be described to be emphasizing constructed civil religion, in the sense that perhaps the equation of religion and alienation was so strong that individuals introduced atheism, which replaced religious thinking to scientific thinking.
Durkheim's concept of religion opens up the possibility of understanding secular nationalism (Davie, 2013). Durkheim protested that the expression of solidarity in criticizing scientific thinking in theology. Durkheim described religion as anomie while marks viewed religion as alienation. In our modern religion, Durkheim had the right to be concerned since, over the years, there has been the rise of political fascist and civil religion around the globe. Today, in some secularized countries, individuals find a variety of collective aspects to replace religion, some in sports or television shows. This has brought about several debates based on the activities which have overridden religion.
Conclusion
In summary, it is clear that both theorists had useful religious concepts that are now relatable to the issue of religious conflicts. Both marks and Durkheim explored religion ideological rigidity and created an idea that had objectivity concerning the faith. Both theorists believed that religion is not only a structure but a social institution. The rise of religious movement in the 19th century significantly changed some of the sociologist theory, and the shifting focus turned into emphasizing new traditions, identity, and religions (Davie, 2013). This presented a challenge since new behaviors were adapted, and cultures were replaced. Religious sociologists were fundamentalists and extremists regarding their theories towards religion. They explained theories that relate to the issue at hand. All primary sources of religious conflicts were partially discussed by sociologists, and they used them as indicators of conflicts in religious institutions.
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