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In presenting the issues in the articles, I would use a catchy opening statement like “Good morning chairlady, distinguished guests, fellow speakers, ladies and gentlemen. We are here to discuss a controversial topic originating from Demographic lawmakers; how leaders are manipulating facts and evidence concerning fraudulent actions to fit one's political leaning”.  In the opening statement; I would present facts such as; intelligent stealing in our modern organizations is mushrooming, and this is aggravated by scandal engulfing and breaching of all security protocols (Phillips, 2017). The conservative website Daily Caller has disseminated a lot of evidence. Moreover, the Fox News hosts about relevant cases the powerful Democratic congresswoman acts manipulatively by failing to take the most appropriate action against the accused Information Communication staffer. It is true that the mainstream media has contributed to not been covering these political manipulations extensively. Since the ball is on the lawmaker’s court, it is the high time that we should discuss and try to address this devastating aspect.
The statement would also for a clarion call for action to evade such vices. From a structural perspective I would open by arguing that, actions need to be implemented in the House Democrats focusing on what we already know. The first argument would be that that Debbie Wassermann Schulz and her managing team should be forced to step down and if we try to entertain their crooked services and political manipulations, a lot of government incompetence’s will be encouraged in addressing fraudulent accusations and hence pitting national secrets at great risk (Strassel, 2017).
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