
 

 

 

 

 

 

House State Affairs Committee 

South Dakota Legislature 

99th Legislative Session 

RE: House Concurrent Resolution 6008 

 

February 6, 2024 
 

Dear Chair Mortenson and Members of the Committee, 

 My Name is Bradley N. Kehr, and I serve as Government Affairs Director at 

Americans United for Life (“AUL”). Established in 1971, AUL is a national law and 

policy nonprofit organization with a specialization in abortion, end-of-life issues, and 

bioethics law. AUL publishes pro-life model legislation and policy guides on 

protecting the rights of conscience in healthcare and prohibiting taxpayer funding for 

abortion for government programs,1 tracks state bioethics legislation,2 and regularly 

testifies on pro-life legislation in Congress and the states. In 1980, AUL attorneys 

successfully defended the Hyde Amendment before the U.S. Supreme Court in Harris 

v. McRae.3 Our vision at AUL is to strive for a world where everyone is welcomed in 

life and protected in law.  

Thank you for taking up House Concurrent Resolution 6008, a resolution that 

recognizes the danger inherent in the current proposed amendment that seeks to 

enshrine a “right” to abortion into the South Dakota Constitution. This amendment 

has one purpose, to allow the intentional termination of human life in the womb, with 

cascading consequences that would harm South Dakota women, girls, and the unborn 

through abortion violence. 

While I lay out in the discussion below the consequences of this proposed 

amendment, you need look no further than Senate Bill 2104 to understand the 

intended goal. 

 

 

 

https://mylrc.sdlegislature.gov/api/Documents/264039.pdf


 

 

 

It is good for South Dakota’s legislature to make it clear that the state is one 

that promotes and values life and is a state that stands in opposition to those who 

seek to harm women, girls, families, and the unborn. 

Respectfully, 

 

Bradley N. Kehr, J.D. 

Government Affairs Director 

AMERICANS UNITED FOR LIFE 

 

Constitutional Peril in South Dakota: The Legal and Policy Implications of Enshrining a 

Right to Abortion in South Dakota’s Constitution 
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 The Amendment Authorizes Abortion-on-Demand Throughout Pregnancy.

 



 

 

 

 

a. The Amendment Increases the Number of Late-Term Abortions, Which 

Carry Higher Risks of Health Complications. 

 

https://www.guttmacher.org/fact-sheet/induced-abortion-united-states


 

 

 

b. The Amendment Furthers the Psychological Harm of Abortion on Women. 

 

  



 

 

 

c. The Amendment Subjects Preborn Children to Painful Abortion Procedures. 

 



 

 

 

II. The Amendment May Lead to the Elimination of Protections for Women, Minor 

Girls, and Preborn Children, and Impede the State’s Ability to Enact Future 

Safeguards. 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 
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III. The Amendment Threatens South Dakota’s Parental Involvement Laws. 

 



 

 

 

IV. The Amendment Could Give Abortionists Free Rein to Operate Without Any 

Health and Safety Restrictions. 

V. The Amendment Enables Sex-traffickers and Abusers to Coerce Victims into 

Having Abortions Against their Will. 
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VI. The Amendment Furthers the False Narrative that Abortion is Necessary for 

Women’s Equality in American Society.  

 



 

 

 

 



 

 

 

Conclusion 


