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Introduction
As sociology developed into a recognized discipline, theorists ordinarily identified as founders of sociological theory grew keen interest in the subject of social order. The sociological theory seeks to comprehend what we identify as the modern world by focusing on understanding the significant transitions from traditional societies to modern societies, including urbanization, industrialization, and the decline of religion as an important influence in social life. The founders are the three significant persons in understanding this shift, its effects, and what it will eventually result in in the future. This paper aims to cover the ideas of three founders, Emile Durkheim, Karl Marx, and Max Weber, on what entails society and how society attains social order. 

Theories of Social Order
French sociologist, Emile Durkheim’s theory of social order is one that prioritizes culture. During his study on how religion influences primitive and traditional societies, Durkheim believed that social order resulted from the communal beliefs, standards of value, and particular group practices. He defines society based on his view of the source of social order. According to him, social order originates from the traditions and interactions of daily life and those connected to rites and significant events. Therefore, society is an aggregate of interconnecting and interdependent functions that develop together to uphold social order (Thorlindsson & Bernburg 2004).
 Durkheim postulated that when a group of people or society shared culture, they achieved a sense of connection. He called this sense of connection solidarity and believed that it succeeded in connecting them together when it emerged among people. Durkheim defined a group's communal beliefs, attitudes, knowledge, and morals as a collective conscience. In traditional and primitive societies, he detected that sharing collective conscience established mechanical solidarity that held the group together. Conversely, in modern societies, which are larger, urbanized, and more diverse, he discovered that the acknowledgment that groups and individuals need to depend on each other to realize various functions is what bound the society together. He defined this as organic solidarity. For example, some cities contain varieties of occupational specialists with diverse collections of customs. Additionally, he noticed that social institutions like the media, the state, law enforcement, and education contribute to promoting a collective conscience in modern and traditional societies. Therefore, Durkheim believed that through relations with those around us and social institutions, we contribute to the maintenance of social order.
However, German sociologist Karl Marx adopted a different opinion of social order. His theory on social order focused on capitalism. Marx centered his approach on the shift of economies pre-capitalist to the capitalist and their consequences on society. That is the economic composition of society and the social interactions included in the creation of goods. According to Marx, the financial aspects of culture were responsible for creating social order, while other elements such as social institutions were responsible for its upkeep (Leeds 1994). He denoted these two elements of society as the base and the superstructure, respectively.

In his theory, he argued that the base and the superstructure work together to create and preserve social order. Therefore, it means that the superstructure develops from the base and exhibits the concerns of the governing group that controls it by supporting the operations of the base. On examining the political history, Marx determined that the transition to capitalism produced a group of employees exploited. For instance, factories that transform natural resources into finished goods using human labor. As a result, society became class-based, whereby power belonged to a small minority who used the majority's work for individual financial gain. 

According to Max Weber's social order theory, the transition from traditional to modern societies is based upon his comprehension of bureaucracy, culture, and nationality. Unlike Marx, who views the change as a result of the absolute intent and purpose of specific actions, Weber highlights a more complex connection where other social aspects impacted the transition's development and not necessarily goal. In The Protestant Ethic and the Spirit of Capitalism, Weber pursues an understanding of how and why capitalist regions advanced more industrially than the pre-capitalist areas (Sica 1990). 
Weber argues that the Protestant ethic produces an atmosphere of capitalism by allowing people to fit in the world by working for the sake of work and money. In contrast, modern capitalism establishes a state in which every action is contributory action. That is a reasonable action that involves the end, not the means. Thus, Weber categorizes bureaucracy with rationality, whereby it depersonalizes since it acts out of the person. For example, in a bureaucratic organization, authority originates from the office and not the person. Hence, the office itself is depersonalized since the person cannot display authority outside of it. Bureaucracy is a broad arrangement that becomes more widespread, and when it prevails in modern societies, institutional social actions based on rationality become more accurate to the extent of dominance. In summary, to fight the injustices of bureaucracy, more rationalization is essential, and therefore more bureaucracy is needed. 

Conclusion
The ideas of Marx, Durkheim, and Weber, as used in the paper, were necessary to answer how social order could be accomplished and preserved. By reviewing these ideas, we learn that social order in the classical era can be seen within the overall society's degree. Also, social order in these areas is mostly categorized such that there are people who hold more power than others to implement rules, norms, and laws necessary for the maintenance of social order. 
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