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Ad Facts

ANNCR: Illegals 
sneaking across our 
border putting Americans 
safety and jobs at risk. 
And what does Harry 
Reid do? He comes out 
opposed to Arizona’s 
tough new immigration 
law. 

On Screen: Harry Reid 
Opposed Arizona’s 
New Immigration Law

ANNCR: Nevada 
families struggling with 
the nation’s highest 
unemployment

On Screen: Families 
Struggling with The 
Nation’s Highest 
Unemployment

FACT: COMPREHENSIVE IMMIGRATION REFORM IS NOT AMNESTY

PolitiFact: Comprehensive Immigration Reform Is Not Amnesty. In January 2008, PolitiFact confirmed that 
Senator McCain’s compressive immigration proposal was not amnesty, writing, “The immigration overhaul plan 
McCain and Kennedy introduced in 2006 would have required illegal immigrants to apply for a six-year 
conditional nonimmigrant visa. They then could apply for legal permanent residence — a green card — on the 
condition that they pay $1,000 in fines, pay all back taxes, pass a criminal background check, stay employed and 
demonstrate an effort to learn English and civics. They would also pay a $1,000 application fee. Because a green 
card holder must wait five years to apply for citizenship, this plan would make illegal workers eligible for 
citizenship 11 years after applying for the visa … PolitiFact finds that the many hurdles included in his plan do not 
qualify as a general pardon, so his claim that his plan is not ‘amnesty’ is True.” [PolitiFact, 1/15/08 (emphasis 
added)]

FactCheck.org: Republicans Who Call Comprehensive Reform “Amnesty” Twist The Very Definition Of 
The Word. In June 2007, FactCheckorg wrote, “Gingrich and other opponents of the Senate immigration bill 
describe it as ‘amnesty’ for aliens who are in the U.S. illegally … This twists the meaning of the word. The 
American Heritage Dictionary defines ‘amnesty’ as ‘a general pardon granted by a government, especially for 
political offenses," and several other dictionaries give similar definitions. For example, the Oxford English 
Dictionary defines ‘amnesty’ as ‘a general overlooking or pardon of past offences, by the ruling authority.’ But the 
Senate bill doesn't grant a general pardon. Instead, it would allow aliens who are in the country illegally to remain 
in the country on a probationary visa, called a ‘Z visa,’ after paying a fine and fees amounting to thousands of 
dollars … Calling the fines and fees ‘amnesty’ doesn't fit the dictionary definition of the term.” [FactCheck.org, 
6/27/07]

FACT: ANGLE AND HER RIGHT-WING FRONT GROUP SUPPORTERS HAVE ALREADY BEEN 
TAKEN TO TASK FOR THEIR FALSE AND RIDICULOUS ATTEMPTS TO BLAME NEVADA’S 
ECONOMIC WOES ON REID

RGJ Fact Checker: “You Can't Pin State's Job Losses On Reid.” In June 2010, the Reno Gazette-Journal Fact 
Checker reported, “It's easy -- and can be fun -- to blame one person. But it doesn't seem to be true regarding 
Nevada's unemployment rate, even partly. I've contacted Angle's campaign multiple times without response. I've 
searched conservative sites to find details on specific things Reid did to cost Nevada jobs. All I found was rhetoric 
-- or claims Reid used his power too much to benefit Nevada … Reid potentially could have done more, and I hold 
out the possibility someone will turn up concrete examples that he did less or did demonstrably harmful things. 

http://www.factcheck.org/elections-2008/gingrich_distorts_immigration_bill.html
http://www.politifact.com/truth-o-meter/article/2008/jan/15/immigration-hot-button-issue/


Until then, it appears untrue that Nevada's record unemployment can be laid at Reid's feet.” [Reno Gazette-Journal, 
6/27/10]

FactCheck.org Has Already Called Out Angle Making “Questionable” Claims On Foreclosures And 
Unemployment. In July 2010, FactCheck.org analyzed one of Angle’s ads writing, “Things could definitely be 
better in the Silver State, to be sure. But Angle’s ad attempts to attribute all these woes to Reid personally; Angle 
repeatedly says ‘he’s done’ these things. That’s questionable, to put it mildly. Many analysts attribute Nevada’s 
high unemployment rate to the recession, compounded by the fact that so many of the state’s jobs have been in the 
leisure and hospitality sector, which is dependent on discretionary spending by Americans who have been doing 
less of that lately, and construction, which is off nationwide. Bankruptcies and foreclosures go hand-in-hand with 
high unemployment.” [FactCheck.org 7/26/10]

FactCheck.org Called Angle’s Ad Blaming Reid For Dropping Home Prices “A Real Stretch.” In August 
2010, FactCheck.org analyzed Angle’s ad attacking Reid on the housing crisis, saying, “GOP candidate Sharron 
Angle’s latest ad blames rival Sen. Harry Reid for Nevada’s dramatic decline in home value. That’s a real stretch. 
Angle gets the numbers right, but doesn’t show that Reid is responsible. In fact, the housing bubble was already 
starting to deflate by the time Reid became Democratic leader of the Senate. The ad is another dubious attempt by 
the Republican tea party enthusiast to pin responsibility for Nevada’s economic woes on the incumbent.” 
[FactCheck.org, 8/5/10]

KOLO Called Angle’s Claim That Reid Was Responsible For Dropping Home Prices “False;” Economist 
Said Only An “Economic Illiterate” Would Link Reid’s Position As Majority Leader With The Housing 
Collapse. In August 2010, KOLO fact-checked Angle’s ad attacking Reid for the housing collapse in Nevada. The 
report loked at Angle’s claim that “That means if your home was worth $300,000 before, now, thanks to Harry 
Reid's disastrous economic policies, you’ve lost over $150,000. Wiping out people's retirement savings overnight.” 
According to KOLO, that claim is “False. The arithmetic is simple; laying the blame on Senator Reid is a little 
more complicated … Economists say there's plenty of blame to go around including the Federal Reserve keeping 
interest rates low, banks making risky loans, Wall Street playing economic roulette, and a general lack of oversight 
and hubris on everyone who wanted to believe home prices would keep rising. The housing bubble grew higher, 
faster here and in states like California and Florida. When it burst, prices fell lower and faster. And it began to 
burst in mid-2006 months before Reid became Majority Leader. On that point alone we have to call this claim false 
… An economist we talked with called the ad ‘disingenuous’ saying only an ‘economic illiterate’ would claim 
Reid becoming Majority Leader had anything to do with the housing collapse, noting all the causes at work long 
before.” [KOLO, 8/11/10]

ANNCR: Harry Reid. 
He votes to give special 
tax breaks to illegal 
aliens.  

FACT: REID HAS NEVER VOTED TO GIVE “SPECIAL TAX BREAKS” TO PEOPLE HERE 
ILLEGALLY

Reid Didn’t Vote To Give Immigrants Here Illegally Any “Special Tax Breaks.” He Voted Against Denying 
Immigrants Coming Out Of The Shadows, Getting Right With The Law And Paying Back Taxes They Owe The 

http://www.kolotv.com/home/headlines/100483464.html
http://www.factcheck.org/2010/08/angles-blame-game-reprise/
http://www.factcheck.org/2010/07/nevada-blame-game/
http://www.rgj.com/article/20100627/NEWS20/6270327/1321/NEWS/Fact-Checker--You-can-t-pin-state-s-job-losses-on-Reid


On Screen: Harry Reid 
Votes To Give Special 
Tax Breaks To Illegal 
Aliens

Government The Tax Deductions And Credits Already In The Tax Code. [Vote 192, 6/6/07; Vote 155, 5/25/06; 
Vote Vote 191, 6/6/07; Vote 154, 5/25/06]

Senator Reid’s Amendment Made It Clear That People Here Illegally Would NOT Be Eligible For The 
EITC, And Even Senator Sessions Admitted That The Only People Who Would Get It Would Be Those 
Whose Status Was Legalized By Obtaining Probationary Visas Under Comprehensive Reform:

Mr. REID. Mr. President, the earned-income tax credit is an important program that benefits low-income 
workers with children who are legally working in this country. Those working illegally in this country are 
ineligible for the earned-income tax credit. This amendment makes it perfectly clear that nothing in the bill 
changes the prohibition of an illegal alien's access to the earned-income tax credit. I urge my colleagues to 
support this amendment […]
Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, this is not a cover vote. It is not a cover vote at all. It leaves the bill exactly as it 
was. The problem with the legislation is that those people who are today illegal and would be made legal through 
the probationary status visa or the Z visa would be entitled to receive the earned-income tax credit, which is, on 
average, nearly $1,800 per recipient. That earned-income tax credit is a direct payment from the taxpayers of 
America. This amendment--unlike the vote you cast last year when I raised it--would allow the earned-income 
tax credit when you get a green card but not when you are on a Z visa or probationary visa. So this is less far-
reaching than the amendment I offered last year.” [Congressional Record, 6/6/07]

Senator McCain Criticized Sen. Sessions’ 2006 EITC Amendment: “We have before us another amendment that 
says legal workers under this bill must play by our rules--by our laws--but they will not be allowed to live by those 
same rules. I know that my colleagues know that illegal immigrants are ineligible for the earned-income tax credit. 
The legislation before us does not change that fact. But this amendment incredibly--incredibly--would deny the 
earned-income tax credit to taxpayers who will be working in this country legally as a result of this legislation. 
Remarkable.   I want to point out again, it would deny an important tax credit to some low-income workers who 
have legal status who are playing by the rules, meeting all the requirements of the legislation, who might otherwise 
be eligible for the earned-income tax credit … The legislation is designed, rightly, to ensure that legalized workers 
and new guest workers would largely be taxed in the same manner as U.S. citizens. If they have attained a legal 
status, then clearly they should pay the taxes. They would pay payroll taxes, income taxes, excise taxes. They 
would pay back taxes for the period of time they had been working in this country prior to the enactment of this 
bill. Payment of back taxes is a very important part of this bill.” [Congressional Record, 5/25/06] Note: Full  
Speech below

Senator Kennedy Called Ensign’s 2006 Amendment “an incredibly harsh penalty to impose on these families. The 
Ensign amendment would impose a special punitive Tax Code on immigrants who were once undocumented, 
making them pay higher taxes than anyone else with comparable incomes, denying them the basic right to a refund 
of their own money when the employer withholds more than they owe.” [Congressional Record, 5/25/06]

Senate Republicans Sharron Angle Is Accusing Of Voting To Give “Special Tax Breaks” To People In The 

http://www.senate.gov/legislative/LIS/roll_call_lists/roll_call_vote_cfm.cfm?congress=109&session=2&vote=00154
http://www.senate.gov/legislative/LIS/roll_call_lists/roll_call_vote_cfm.cfm?congress=110&session=1&vote=00191
http://www.senate.gov/legislative/LIS/roll_call_lists/roll_call_vote_cfm.cfm?congress=109&session=2&vote=00155
http://www.senate.gov/legislative/LIS/roll_call_lists/roll_call_vote_cfm.cfm?congress=110&session=1&vote=00192


US Illegally In 2006:

Sam Brownback (R-KS)
Mike DeWine (R-OH)
Pete Domenici (R-NM)
Lindsey Graham (R-SC)
Richard Lugar (R-IN)
Mel Martinez (R-FL),
John McCain (R-AZ)
Greorge Voinovich (R-OH)
John Warner (R-VA) [Vote 155, 5/25/06]

Lamar Alexander (R-TN)
Sam Brownback (R-KS)
Norm Coleman (R-MN)
Susan Collins (R-ME)
Mike Crapo (R-ID)
Mike DeWine (R-OH)
Pete Domenici (R-NM)
Lindsey Graham (R-SC)
Chuck Hagel (R-NE)
Richard Lugar (R-IN)
Mel Martinez (R-FL)
John McCain (R-AZ)
Lisa Murkowski (R-AK)
Rick Santorum (R-PA)
Gordon Smith (R-OR)
Olympis Snowe (R-ME)
Ted Stevens (R-AK)
George Voinovich (R-OH)
John Warner (R-VA) [Vote 154, 6/6/07]

Senate Republicans Sharron Angle Is Accusing Of Voting To Give “Special Tax Breaks” To People In The 
US Illegally In 2007:

Sam Brownback (R-KS)
Susan Collins (R-ME)
Chuck Hagel (R-NE)
Gordon Smith (R-OR) 

http://www.senate.gov/legislative/LIS/roll_call_lists/roll_call_vote_cfm.cfm?congress=109&session=2&vote=00154
http://www.senate.gov/legislative/LIS/roll_call_lists/roll_call_vote_cfm.cfm?congress=109&session=2&vote=00155


Olympia Snowe (R-ME) [Vote 192, 6/6/07]

Sam Brownback (R-KS)
Susan Collins (R-ME)
Chuck Grassley (R-IA)
Chuck Hagel (R-NE)
Richard Lugar (R-IN)
Gordon Smith (R-OR)
George Voinovich (R-OH) [Vote 191, 6/6/07]

ANNCR: And to give 
illegals social security 
benefits. 

On Screen: Harry Reid 
Votes To Give Illegals 
Social Security 
Benefits

ANNCR: Even for the 
time they were here 
illegally.  

On Screen: Even for 
the time they were here 
illegally

ANNCR: Harry Reid. 
The best friend an illegal 
alien ever had.

On Screen: Harry Reid 
/ The best friend an 
illegal alien ever had. 

ANGLE: I am Sharron 
Angle and I approve this 
message

On Screen: Paid for by 
friends of Sharron 
Angle.  Approved By 

FACT: REID DIDN’T VOTE “TO GIVE ILLEGAL'S SOCIAL SECURITY BENEFITS EVEN FOR THE 
TIME THEY WERE HERE ILLEGALLY.” CURRENT LAW ALREADY ALLOWS IT IF AND ONLY IF 
THE WORKER OBTAINS LEGAL STATUS.

Reid Opposes Giving Social Security Benefits To People In The Country Illegally, Wants Current 
Prohibitions On Giving Social Security benefits To People Here Illegally Strictly Enforced. In August 2006, 
Reid introduced a resolution declaring, “That it is the sense of the Senate that illegal immigrants should not receive 
Social Security benefits and that this prohibition should be strictly enforced.” [S Res 551, Introduced 8/3/06]

Non-Partisan Fact-Checkers Have Already Debunked Angle’s Social Security Attack; Current Law Already 
Allows Workers Who Were Here Illegally And Legalized Their Status To Collect Social Security Benefits 
They Had Paid Into The System While Illegal, But Does Not Grant Them Any Special Status. In n October 
2006 post de-bunking “Twenty-nine ads and counting [featuring] the claim with varying levels of truth and 
distortion,” FactCheck.org wrote, “Republicans are tagging Democratic opponents across the country for wanting 
to ‘give Social Security benefits to illegal immigrants.’ But nobody's proposing paying benefits to illegals, not until 
and unless they become US citizens or are granted legal status … Current law allows an immigrant to receive credit 
for future Social Security benefits for work done while they were illegal – so long as they eventually obtain 
authorization to work and a valid Social Security number. The amendment was offered by Sen. John Ensign of 
Nevada and would have prohibited any credit for work done without permission, even if an immigrant later gains 
legal status or becomes a citizen.” In July 2009, PolitiFact called it “a specious campaign attack back in 2006.” 
[FactCheck.org, 10/11/06; PolitiFact, 7/14/09]

McCain: 2006 Amendment He And Reid Opposed Would Make People We’re Trying To Bring Out Of The 
Shadows Ineligible For The Same Benefits Of Citizenship They Would Have To Earn. In a May 2006 floor 
speech, John McCain defended his opposition to Senator Ensign’s Amendment to clange existing Social Security 
law, saying, “The fact is that when these people came here, of course, they accepted--because they came here 
illegally and broke our laws--of course, they accepted the fact that they probably wouldn't get Social Security or 
Medicare or protection of our laws against exploitation and mistreatment and all of the protections that citizens 
have. We are trying to give them a path to earn that. Yet under the Senator's amendment, they would be ineligible 
for the same benefit of citizenship which we, under this legislation, are trying to make them earn.” [Vote 130, 

http://www.politifact.com/truth-o-meter/statements/2009/jul/29/chain-email/claims-senate-voted-give-undocumented-workers-soci/
http://www.factcheck.org/article447.html
http://www.senate.gov/legislative/LIS/roll_call_lists/roll_call_vote_cfm.cfm?congress=110&session=1&vote=00191
http://www.senate.gov/legislative/LIS/roll_call_lists/roll_call_vote_cfm.cfm?congress=110&session=1&vote=00192


Sharron Angle

On Screen: Sharron 
Angle for U.S. Senate

5/18/06; Congressional, Record, 5/18/06]

During the 2008 campaign, John McCain defended his immigration record, saying, in part, “nor would I 
ever and have never supported Social Security benefits for people who are in this country illegally, that is 
absolutely false.” [Associated Press, 1/5/08]

Senate Republicans Angle Is Accusing Of Having Voted To Give Social Security Benefits To People In 
The US Illegally In 2006:

Sam Brownback (R-KS)
Mike DeWine (R-OH)
Lindsey Graham (R-SC)
Chuck Hagel (R-NE)
Richard Lugar (R-IN)
Mel Martinez (R-FL) 
John McCain (R-AZ)
Ted Stevens (R-AK)
George Voinovich (R-OH) [Vote 130, 5/18/06]

Senate Republicans Angle Is Accusing Of Having Voted To Give Social Security Benefits To People In 
The US Illegally In 2007:

Chuck Hagel (R-NE)
Richard Lugar (R-IN)
Voinovich (R-OH) [Vote 263, 7/19/07]

Reid Voted To Prohibit Processing Social Security Claims For Work Done Illegally. In October 2007, Reid 
voted for an amendment to a spending bill that prohibited funding in the bill from being used to process Social 
Security for work done under a false Social Security number. [Vote 388, 10/23/07]

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, here we go again. We have before us another amendment that says legal workers under this bill must play by our rules--
by our laws--but they will not be allowed to live by those same rules. 

   I know that my colleagues know that illegal immigrants are ineligible for the earned-income tax credit. The legislation before us does not change 
that fact. But this amendment incredibly--incredibly--would deny the earned-income tax credit to taxpayers who will be working in this country 
legally as a result of this legislation. Remarkable. 

   I want to point out again, it would deny an important tax credit to some low-income workers who have legal status who are playing by the rules, 
meeting all the requirements of the legislation, who might otherwise be eligible for the earned-income tax credit. 

   Some things are within a certain area that I can probably understand the rationale behind it and legitimately respect and argue against. But what is 
the rationale behind saying people who have attained a legal status here, who are living by all our other laws and rules and are paying taxes--sales 

http://www.senate.gov/legislative/LIS/roll_call_lists/roll_call_vote_cfm.cfm?congress=110&session=1&vote=00388
http://www.senate.gov/legislative/LIS/roll_call_lists/roll_call_vote_cfm.cfm?congress=110&session=1&vote=00263
http://www.senate.gov/legislative/LIS/roll_call_lists/roll_call_vote_cfm.cfm?congress=109&session=2&vote=00130
http://www.boston.com/news/nation/articles/2008/01/05/mccain_faces_enthusiastic_crowd_immigration_questions/
http://www.senate.gov/legislative/LIS/roll_call_lists/roll_call_vote_cfm.cfm?congress=109&session=2&vote=00130


taxes, Social Security, et cetera, every other tax--are going to be denied a tax credit that is available to all other persons? We are not saying in the 
legislation that anyone who is here illegally would make themselves available to that. We are only talking about people who are here in a legal status. 

   The legislation is designed, rightly, to ensure that legalized workers and new guest workers would largely be taxed in the same manner as U.S. 
citizens. If they have attained a legal status, then clearly they should pay the taxes. They would pay payroll taxes, income taxes, excise taxes. They 
would pay back taxes for the period of time they had been working in this country prior to the enactment of this bill. Payment of back taxes is a very 
important part of this bill. 

   The CBO and Joint Tax Committee estimate that bringing these legal immigrants into the Federal tax system would substantially increase Federal 
revenue collections overall. It is patently unfair to make them abide by our tax rules yet deny any legal workers equal treatment under these same 
rules. 

   I am having a hard time understanding amendments as this which would really impose an indefensible double standard on legalized workers. What 
is next? Are we going to say work-authorized immigrants have to ride in the back of the bus? Some of these amendments are sending a very troubling 
message to the American public about what direction we want our country to go. We need to be going forward and not backward. 

   I wonder, do some of my colleagues really think there is an underground movement afoot plotting and scheming plans for how foreign workers can 
gain legal work status solely so they can freeload off of the taxpayers? These people are here to work, and they are doing jobs that most of us do not 
have the will to do. These are workers. They are not risking their lives to come into this country with the goal of freeloading off of us. They are here 
to earn a wage for the betterment of themselves and their families, the same reason our forebears came here to this country. They aren't looking for a 
handout. They are looking for a chance, a chance for a better life. And they are willing to work harder than most of us to have just a few of the 
opportunities most of us take for granted. 

   This amendment, if adopted, would result in highly inconsistent treatment of legal workers--legal workers. On the one hand, they would be subject 
to income and payroll taxes in the same manner as other workers, but on the other, they would be denied the use of a key element of the U.S. Tax 
Code that can mean the difference of whether or not food gets put on a child's table. 

   About 98 percent of the earned-income tax credit goes to working families with children. Census data shows that the EITC lifts more children out 
of poverty than any other Federal program. This amendment to deny the EITC to legalized workers would harm children, including many children 
who are U.S. citizens. Many of the children in these low-income families are citizens who live in families that experience hunger and other hardships. 

   This amendment, if adopted, would mean that a large number of children would be thrust into, or deeper into, poverty. An Urban Institute study 
found that 56 percent of young, low-income children of immigrant parents live in families that experience hunger or other food-related problems. It 
seems to me there is an issue of humanity here on this issue. 

   We have spent a week and a half debating amendments to this bill. Most of the amendments that were designed to alter substantially the 
comprehensive approach to immigration reform have failed. But they were debated on and voted on. I think that has been a good showing for the 
Senate. I think we have shown we can debate honestly and openly and reach conclusions. Some of these issues have been complex and some fairly 
simple. We have been conducting business the way the place is meant to have it conducted. 

   I hope that after all this effort, we will not now adopt such a questionable amendment to a bill that provides a comprehensive solution to our broken 
immigration system--a solution that is based on sound judgment, honesty, common sense, and compassion. 



   Mr. President, I really, on this one, would like to see not just victory in this vote but a significant signal that we would not engage in this kind of 
treatment of people who have come to this country and are in a legal status. [Congressional Record, 5/25/06]


