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Proposal of New Constitutional Amendment by The Congress
The constitution provides that an amendment might be proposed either by the Congress with a 66% dominant part vote in both the House of Representatives and the senate. It is precise that constitutional amendments be essential while taking up issues in the constitution. Chapter 14, particularly article 3 says that no one would possess the lawmaking, official, or lawful office if the person in question takes part in unconstitutional activities while in office (Albert, 2014). The part further explains that no individual from the state assembly, regulatory or legal ought to participate in defiance to the state. Thus such individuals should leave the office.
 In any case, the constitution permits the extent of Congress to expel such individual from the office. All the officials in the three arms of the organization indeed appear when citizens vote. The citizens, who are voters, ought to likewise take an interest in the review of such officials before the expiry of their terms. It is typical for the government officials to promise what, and they would convey when elected for their favored positions. Citizens ought to consistently have the option to remove such characters from the office when they find that they are not performing their duties or even fulfilling their promises (Wright, 2019). Citizens ought to consistently have a midterm assessment of the authorities in the divisions of the administration. Such amendments should measure what the officials promised and what the office requests of them as stipulated by the law.
If people who chose them for the office regard that they perform below the expectation, at that point, they ought to attempt political supremacy that confirms the review of such officials (Sharma, 2003). Such moves will result in the long remove problematic exercises, just as clumsy officials who don't convey what their elected offices hold. Then again, the move would, in the long run, lead to the holding of fair and performing officials in the three parts of the legislature. The legislative branch would make laws without exception while maintaining the privileges of the citizens. The officials would authorize the announcements as per the requests of the residents. This would make the residents proactive in the administration undertakings and keeping watch on it. Having an ability to review an official would incite individuals to be enthusiastic about officials' activities.
 According to Wright (2019), it is reasonable that such propositions and progressive endorsements of the change may present prickly issues. The officials would be extra reluctant to endorse the proposals. A few officials have acted misleadingly previously, and some confronted the law while others have gotten away from the long arms of the law. This owes to the shortcoming in the constitution, which doesn't enable residents to review such officials. Even though the alteration may introduce a few misfortunes, it has solid aces that it would be satisfied at last. The constitution that solitary enables little segment of the general public, the Congress to review backstabbing officials infringes on individuals' privileges. Citizens should, in this manner, be enabled to review dishonest elected leaders serving in any part of the administration.
Leaders are appointed to work for the people. Development is one of the key goals that should put them in the office. It is typical for most of the leaders to want to control the say of the people for their benefit. Constitutional amendments are put in place to eliminate bad vices in the leadership forum. These ideologies are essential to keep in check the leaders from underperforming and mismanagement of public funds. It is wise to educate the people on the right strategies to undertake in the amendment of the constitution for proper representation.
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