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Proposed Amendment to the United States Constitution
According to Garlicki & Garlicka-Sowers (2018), an amendment refers to changing the sections of the constitution to match the needs and the aspirations or the people. In this paper, the selected amendment regards the Federal Marriage and the amendments to bar same-sex marriages. On May 21, 2003, Representative Marilyn Musgrave introduced a constitutional amendment, H.J. Res. 56, stating: “Marriage in the United States shall consist only of the union of a man and woman. Neither this Constitution or the constitution of any State, nor State or Federal law, shall be construed to require that marital status or the legal incidents thereof be conferred upon unmarried couples or groups” (Govinfo.gov, 2004).
Since 1971, people were trying to seek constitutional amendment and have gay-marriage allowed in the U.S. Several changes have been taking place gradually that did openly recognize same-sex marriages (Walsh, 2016). In 1996, the Congress signed the Defense of Marriage Act, which did not openly ban same-sex marriages but limited them from accessing basic services enjoyed by normal married couples. Massachusetts Supreme Court allowed for the licensing of same-sex marriage on May 17, 2004 (Walsh, 2016). In the same year, Congress defined marriage and prohibited same-sex marriages, even at the state level, but this was not supported by the judicial systems. Several other proposals to amend the Federal Marriage Amendment were still on progress, but all these plans have been failing. Surprisingly, many states allowed for gay-marriages and this was the begging of new revolution that led to a legislation allowing same-sex marriage in the entire U.S on June 26, 2015. This is the contrary of the proposed amendment discussed in this paper.  

The pros and cons of the proposed amendment
Pros
In the American constitution, before 2015, same-sex marriage was not allowed, apart from in some states, and thus passing legislation that allowed this kind of marriage was working against the constitution. Therefore, the leading proponents of the amendments had it that the gay-marriages should be banned in all the states (ProCon.org, 2019). As well, marriage is thought to be primarily for procreation and thus should not be extended to same-sex couples since they cannot have children together. Even from the laws of nature and society, marriage is for procreation, and thus matrimony should be honored by preventing the same sex gender from marrying. Another indisputable advantage of the proposed amendment is that it would allow the children to enjoy the love of both mother and father (ProCon.org, 2019). Children without mothers end up getting deprived of the emotional security and unique advice that mothers offer. Lastly, the institution of marriage is primarily meant for man and woman, and thus allowing same sex marriage is weakening the institution. It is hence expected that the laws of nature will act against same-sex marriage. Consider all the other living organisms; sexual intercourse is strictly between males and females. This implies the gay-marriage is somewhat unethical.    
Cons
If the proposed legislation would have succeeded, then it would have limited human rights. This is because marriage is recognized as a human right for all people and there is no description of the right type of marriage. Additionally, prohibiting same-sex marriage is working against civil rights as a couple of states in the U.S had already allowed same-sex marriages (ProCon.org, 2019). Another disadvantage is that the U.S constitution has protected gay marriage since it commits to equality and liberty to all the citizens. The fact that it does not highlight gay-marriage as a limitation for equality and freedom, then it is worth practicing (ProCon.org, 2019). Therefore, amending the constitution to abolish for gay-marriages seemed like violating equality and liberty.  
Demographics of the population for and against the proposed amendment
Following the existing controversy in the U.S on the meaning of marriage, a committee was formed to collect the public view on the nature of marriages that should be happening. The study was conducted among 1,206 adults and 59% of those polled reported that they favored an amendment to the United States Constitution that would allow marriage only between a man and a woman (Govinfo.gov, 2004). Only 35% of those polled were opposed to the amendment, and 6% did not know. The poll had a margin of error of 3% (Govinfo.gov, 2004). According to the pools, the majority of the U.S population opted that marriage should be between man and woman, and this was in line with the proposed amendment.
In the legislature, the proposed legislation did not gain the anticipated support. 56% of the members of the Senate argued that the American constitution is worth preserving for fairness and freedom to all Americans. Despite President George. W. Bush pushing for the elimination of same-sex marriage, the majority of the senate members blocked the constitutional amendment (Govinfo.gov, 2004). As well, over 50% of the states had revolutions over admitting same-sex marriages, and thus they did not openly support the proposed amendment. By the end of the legislative sitting, it was concluded that Federal Marriage Amendment should remain as it has been for the interests of the majority. 

Challenges that confronted amending the constitution
  The process of amending the constitution is very long, and thus it takes a lot of time. Due to the larger size in the U.S, it takes a lot of time to convince the majority of the senators from the member states to support a certain decision, especially if it is controversial like same-sex marriage. More significantly, a proposed amendment must be passed by two-thirds of the two houses of Congress. As if this is not enough, the amendment will still need ratification from the three-fourths of the states. For a proposed Amendment to pass all these steps, then it should be very beneficial to the Americans and with minimum limits of human rights.
Conclusion
In conclusion, the constitution defines how people behave in a certain nation. As societies are prone to change, so the constitution is to meet the current needs of the citizens. This flexibility allows for amendment of the constitution. On May 21, 2003, Representative Marilyn Musgrave, proposed that the constitution be amended to exclusively allow marriage between man and woman only and ban same-sex marriage. This proposed amendment did not happen because the majority of the Congress members were against it (Garlicki, &Garlicka-Sowers, 2018). They argued that it would be a limitation of the liberty that exists in the U.S. The process of amending the constitution is much procedural and needs support from so many legislators. However, it should be noted that on June 26, 2015, the marriage between same-sex genders was allowed following the fact that 37 states were in full support of the idea. 
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