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Definition of Amnesty

Definition of Amnesty

http://www.usimmigrationsupport.org/amnesty.html
 Amnesty for illegal immigrants is defined as the government’s pardon for violating policies related to immigration or politics. The federal government forgives these individuals for using false documentation (examples include social security numbers, identification cards and driver’s license among other documents) to more easily get employment in the U.S. and to be able to remain in the country. Amnesties allow illegal immigrants or undocumented aliens to gain permanent residency in the United States.

History of amnesty

History of amnesty

http://www.usimmigrationsupport.org/amnesty.html 2006
The first United States amnesty was in 1986, and it allowed millions of illegal immigrants to receive a Green Card which could then lead to U.S. citizenship in later years. Before this first amnesty was granted, the United States government had only given amnesty on a case by case basis. In the cases where the government gave amnesty to illegal immigrants, it was only done on a small scale. For a period of over 200 years this was how the government granted amnesty, but in 1986 Congress introduced new immigration legislature. They passed the Immigration Reform and Control Act or IRCA which gave approximately 2.8 million illegal immigrants legal status in the United States. In addition, their immediate relatives or dependents which included about 143,000 individuals also qualified for the same status. The result of the amnesty introduced by Congress was that illegal immigration grew in significant numbers.

Immigration statistics
Some important statistics
Center for Immigration Studies, 2001

http://www.cis.org/articles/2001/mexico/release.html
• Large-scale immigration from Mexico is a very recent phenomenon. In 1970, the Mexican immigrant population was less than 800,000, compared to nearly 8 million in 2000.
• Almost two-thirds of adult Mexican immigrants have not completed high school, compared to fewer than one in ten natives. Mexican immigrants now account for 22 percent of all high school dropouts in the labor force.
• Though most natives are more skilled and thus do not face significant job competition from Mexican immigrants, this study (consistent with previous research) indicates that the more than 10 million natives who lack a high school degree do face significant job competition from Mexican immigrants.
• By increasing the supply of unskilled labor, Mexican immigration in the 1990s has reduced the wages of workers without a high school education by an estimated 5 percent. The workers affected are already the lowest-paid, comprising a large share of the working poor and those trying to move from welfare to work.
• This reduction in wages for the unskilled has likely reduced prices for consumers by only an estimated .08 to .2 percent in the 1990s. The impact is so small because unskilled labor accounts for only a tiny fraction of total economic output.
Large numbers of immigrants increase the number of poor and uninsured workers
Center for Immigration Studies, 2001

http://www.cis.org/articles/2001/mexico/release.html
Author Steven Camarota said of the findings, "Mexican immigration is overwhelmingly unskilled, and it is hard to make an economic argument for unskilled immigration, because it tends to reduce wages for workers who are already the lowest paid and whose real wages actually declined in the 1990s. Moreover, this cheap labor comes with a high cost. Because the modern American economy offers very limited opportunities for workers with little education, continued unskilled immigration cannot help but to significantly increase the size of the poor and uninsured populations, as well as the number of people using welfare."

Affirmative- Legalization and stricter enforcement good
It is good to legalize immigration if we are cracking down on enforcement

Washington post March 7th 2006
http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2006/03/07/AR2006030701202.html

If we control new inflows, we should legalize the illegal immigrants already here. Many have American-born children, who are U.S. citizens. It is not desirable or ethical to force most illegal immigrants to leave. Yes, they broke the law, but we were complicit by making the law so easy to break. Their present shadowy status deprives them of rights and exposes them to exploitation. We should want the melting pot to work -- and fear that it might come to a boil.

Americans are in support of letting immigrants currently in the us being made legal.
JYOTI THOTTAM, Friday, Mar. 31, 2006

Time Magazine

Americans polled by TIME magazine show strong support for a guest-worker program and a process for undocumented workers to become citizens, but they take a tough stance on securing the borders. And most do not want illegal immigrants to have access to health care, public education or driver's licenses. In the telephone survey of 1,004 adults, conducted Wednesday and Thursday, 79% say they favor a guest worker program that would allow illegal immigrants to remain in the U.S. for a fixed period of time — the main provision of the bill proposed by Senators John McCain and Edward Kennedy that is now under fierce debate in Congress. Only 47% of those polled say they support the tougher measure backed by some House conservatives, deporting all illegal immigrants back to their home countries. 

Most Americans favor a two way approach to immigration, border security and amnesty for those here.
JYOTI THOTTAM, Friday, Mar. 31, 2006

Time Magazine

Although Americans want to give illegal immigrants the chance to work in the U.S. temporarily and even earn citizenship—78% say illegal immigrants who learn English, have a job and pay taxes ought to have a chance at it—they also want better enforcement both at the border and inside the country. A large majority, 71%, favor major penalties for people who hire illegal immigrants; 62% want the U.S. to take "whatever steps are necessary" to secure the border with Mexico, including posting military forces; and 56% favor a 2,000-mile-long fence. That two-pronged approach to illegal immigration is the same one favored by President Bush, who wants both a guest worker program and tighter border security.

Affirmative-Giving workers already here legal status is good    

Immigrants are important to America it would not be good to deport or arrest them.
Charles Babington
Washington Post 
Friday, May 26, 2006; A01
Sen. John McCain (R-Ariz.), Kennedy's partner in the effort, said more than 11 million illegal immigrants "harvest our crops, tend our gardens, work in our restaurants and clean our houses" and added: "Some Americans believe we must find all these millions, round them up and send them back to the countries they came from. I don't know how you do that. And I don't know why you would want to."

Affirmative-Inherency-Senate bill will not pass

Inherency-senate bill will not pass
Charles Babington
Washington Post 
Friday, May 26, 2006; A01
But opponents called the bill fundamentally flawed and predicted that it will be completely rewritten by a House-Senate conference committee, which will try next month to craft a compromise version acceptable to both chambers.

Sen. Saxby Chambliss (R-Ga.) called the measure "a bad bill" that "puts more emphasis on amnesty than on border security."

The House in December passed a bill that dealt only with border and workplace enforcement. It would make illegal presence in the country a felony.

Affirmative-Access to services key

The US needs to improve the education of immigrants in order to solve 

Center for Immigration Studies, 2001

http://www.cis.org/articles/2001/mexico/release.html
The United States needs to consider programs designed to improve the labor market skills of legal Mexican immigrants. It is also absolutely essential that more effort be made to improve educational opportunities for their children so that they will have the skills necessary to compete in the modern American economy. In the future, the United States should also consider policies designed to reduce unskilled legal immigration in general, including from Mexico. Greater resources should also be devoted to stopping illegal immigration, including enforcement of the ban on hiring illegal aliens.
Current policy excludes immigrants from social benefits their taxes pay for.
National Immigration Law Center
May 15, 2006

“Immigration reform and access to public benefits: The return of an uneasy coupling”
     As Congress contemplates major changes to the immigration system, advocates and a growing grassroots movement of immigrant communities have pressed the Senate to go beyond the House's narrow, punitive-only approach and to consider "comprehensive" reforms addressing the systemic inequities of our immigration system.  One such inequity is the continued exclusion of millions of immigrants -- including lawfully present individuals -- from basic safety-net services and work supports that their tax dollars fund and that are available to other U.S. residents.  In particular need of reconsideration are the failed policies underlying the 1996 welfare law, which introduced severe new restrictions on immigrant eligibility for federally-funded services, departing from a more inclusive tradition.  Over half of all states chose at their own expense to cover one or more of the essential services no longer funded by the federal government, investing in preventive health care, for example, as a matter of sound public health policy.  However, states have been unable to fill in all of the gaps created by this historic cost shift, resulting in deep hardships for immigrant families, including U.S. citizen children of immigrant parents 

The last immigration reformed banned immigrants from receiving social services
National Immigration Law Center
May 15, 2006

“Immigration reform and access to public benefits: The return of an uneasy coupling”
     In such a setting, proposing progressive benefits reform has often appeared counterproductive, and even holding the line on program rules has posed a challenge.  In fact, the legacy of the broad five-year bar imposed under the 1996 welfare law can be traced to the last time that the U.S. enacted a major legalization program.  Because of concerns about cost burdens, undocumented immigrants who secured status under the Immigration Reform and Control Act of 1986 (IRCA) generally were barred from major federal public assistance programs for five years after legalizing. 

social benefits are a core component of American society, denying them to immigrants is wrong.
National Immigration Law Center
May 15, 2006

“Immigration reform and access to public benefits: The return of an uneasy coupling”
The imposition of such a lengthy benefits exclusion on persons who have already established deep roots in the U.S. and who are fully expected to remain here marks a further departure from our country's tradition of providing a core safety net for all citizens and immigrants living in the U.S. permanently.  Segregating one class of persons from essential services also undermines the much touted goals of integrating immigrants into communities and will thwart any national efforts to achieve progress in areas such as health, nutrition, and economic security. 

     

Immigrants pay 6 billion in unclaimed social security taxes each year     
National Immigration Law Center
May 15, 2006

“Immigration reform and access to public benefits: The return of an uneasy coupling”
.  After all, it is estimated that undocumented immigrants pay over $6 billion in Social Security taxes per year, propping up an underfunded retirement system.  Barring lawfully present immigrants from securing credit for past earnings could ensure that the funds remain unclaimed.  Some might view this as an attractive, if desperate, partial measure towards shoring up Social Security funding.

Immigrant tax payments do not help the states to provide services currently, amnesty would fix this
National Immigration Law Center
May 15, 2006

“Immigration reform and access to public benefits: The return of an uneasy coupling”
The amendments touch on a genuine structural problem in the way in which immigrant services are financed.  Immigrants pay a fair share of taxes; however, due to restrictions on federally funded public benefits, a fair share of that money does not flow back to states to pay for services for immigrants to the same degree as to citizens.  While a more direct solution to this problem would be to restore immigrant eligibility for public benefits, the indirect approach of transferring money back to states deserves consideration.

Negative-Amnesty encourages illegal immigration
Amnesties entice greater illegal immigration
Washington post March 7th 2006
http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2006/03/07/AR2006030701202.html
Each amnesty has been on a different scale, some granting amnesty to as little as 125,000 illegal immigrants while others have granted amnesty to almost 1 million illegal immigrants. Currently there are plans to introduce another amnesty to the approximate 12 million illegal immigrants that reside in the United States. Critics claim that immigration amnesties entice an even greater number of illegal migrants, since they hope for another amnesty which can grant them permanent resident status in the United States.

Cant just have amnesty without stricter enforment
Washington post March 7th 2006
http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2006/03/07/AR2006030701202.html
There's a paradox. To make immigration succeed, we need to curb some immigration. That's why it's vital to control our border. It also explains why it's important not to "solve" that problem merely by legalizing these huge inflows. Unfortunately, the legislation being considered by the Senate Judiciary Committee would do precisely that. Among other things, it would create a virtually open-ended guest worker program.

Negative-Amnesty increases chance of terrorists getting into US

Amnesty would make it more likely for terrorists to get into the united states
Michelle Malkin, Jan. 28, 2007

Washington Times

“Looming Amnesty Disaster”


    The results will be disastrous. What President Bush didn't mention in the State of the Union address is that every part of the current legal immigrant applicant machinery that would be tasked with carrying out the "guest worker" illegal alien amnesty is backlogged and broken. 
    Last November, congressional investigators reported the U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services (USCIS) had lost track of 111,000 files in 14 of the agency's busiest district offices and processed as many as 30,000 citizenship applications last year without the required files. Poof. I have heard firsthand from adjudicators in Texas and Southern California who have piles of files in backrooms that have yet to be read. The application backlog remains in the millions. Republican Sens. Charles Grassley of Iowa and Susan Collins of Maine called for a Government Accountability Office review that uncovered at least one case in which an applicant with ties to the terrorist group Hezbollah was granted citizenship without a check of his primary file. 

    "It only takes one missing file of somebody with links to a terrorist organization to become an American citizen," Mr. Grassley, who is chairman of the Senate Finance Committee, noted in The Washington Post. "We can't afford to be handing out citizenship with blinders on." 

Negative- Amnesty wont solve

Amnesty wont fix anything the immigration system is backlogged as it is

Michelle Malkin, Jan. 28, 2007

Washington Times

“Looming Amnesty Disaster”

    "The situation is reminiscent of what happens to beleaguered adjudicators at the USCIS every day, and it is not the least bit funny. The adjudicators cannot eat the applications, nor can they stuff them down their clothes. In order to get good evaluations, they need to move these applications as quickly as possible. The easiest way to do this is to approve them. Needless to say, this means that fraud-laden applications are often not detected and aliens receive a wide variety of benefits, including United States citizenship to which they would not be entitled if the relevant facts were known. As more aliens get away with committing fraud, the 'word' spreads through the communities and more aliens are emboldened to commit fraud, further eroding any integrity that might have still remained in the process. To make things worse, when an application is denied, the alien is virtually assured that no special agent will be looking for him to seek his removal from the United States." 

Guest worker or amnesty programs will not solve the problems of unskilled labor
Center for Immigration Studies, 2001
http://www.cis.org/articles/2001/mexico/release.html
Guestworker programs are unlikely to solve the problems found in the study. By increasing the supply of unskilled labor, a guestworker program would still adversely effect the wages of the lowest-paid American workers. What’s more, unskilled guestworkers would be overwhelmingly poor or near-poor and thus would pay little in taxes and be likely to receive welfare on behalf of their U.S.-born children, just as many illegal immigrants do today. As a result, a guestworker program would almost certainly create significant fiscal costs. Thus, legalizing illegal aliens -- through a guestworker program, an amnesty, or some combination of the two -- would not change the fundamental problems associated with high levels of unskilled immigration.

     

Resolved: The United States Federal Government should grant amnesty to all illegal immigrants currently in the United States
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