
Investigative Report: Dr. Bill Hauter’s White Nationalist Agenda, Attacks on Critics, and 
Dangerous Influence in Tazewell County 

Introduction: Dr. Bill Hauter, a controversial figure in Tazewell County, Illinois, has emerged as 
a key player in pushing dangerous ideologies that threaten both local governance and the 
well-being of children. Known for his ties to extremist white nationalist groups and his 
controversial positions on gender identity and mental health, Hauter has used his platform to 
influence local education and health policies in ways that could have a lasting negative impact. 
This report outlines the details of his actions, the groups that support him, and the dangers his 
rhetoric and policies pose to the community. 

White Nationalist Views and Ties to Extremist Groups: Dr. Hauter’s involvement in the 
far-right political scene is well-documented, particularly his alignment with extremist ideologies 
and white nationalist rhetoric. Hauter has been linked to several white nationalist groups, 
including those that support his policies of exclusion and divisiveness. One of his primary allies 
is Bart Rinkerberger, a known extremist who advocates for harmful and discriminatory practices. 
These ties reveal a clear agenda to spread hate and sow division in Tazewell County, especially 
within its educational system. 

Hauter’s support for these far-right ideologies has not been hidden. He openly promotes 
anti-immigrant and anti-LGBTQ+ policies, aligning with groups that support these extremist 
views. His involvement with such organizations raises questions about his fitness to influence 
local government and educational policies, especially when it comes to matters involving 
children’s rights and education. 

Pushing Harmful Policies: Conversion Therapy and Rejection of Medical Consensus: A 
particularly troubling aspect of Dr. Hauter’s influence in the community is his promotion of 
“conversion therapy” for LGBTQ+ youth, despite overwhelming evidence that such practices are 
not only ineffective but actively harmful. Conversion therapy has been widely condemned by 
professional medical and psychological organizations, including the American Psychological 
Association (APA) and the American Medical Association (AMA), as a practice that leads to 
increased rates of depression, anxiety, and suicide among LGBTQ+ individuals. 

Yet, Hauter continues to push for policies that support these practices, framing them as 
legitimate therapeutic options for LGBTQ+ children. His position is not only scientifically 
inaccurate but also puts the mental health of young people at significant risk. Hauter’s advocacy 
for such harmful practices aligns with the broader extremist agenda that seeks to erase the 
rights and identities of marginalized communities. 

Attacks on Critics and Campaign of Intimidation: Dr. Hauter’s tactics extend beyond pushing 
harmful policies; he has also engaged in a campaign of intimidation against anyone who dares 
to criticize his views. This has included personal attacks and online harassment, targeting 
individuals who speak out against his dangerous rhetoric and practices. Hauter’s behavior 



reflects a broader pattern seen among far-right extremists who attempt to silence opposition 
through harassment and smear campaigns. 

One of the most vocal critics of Hauter’s policies has been Dr. Ashley Fischer, a local medical 
professional who has consistently warned against the dangers of conversion therapy and other 
regressive policies pushed by Hauter. Dr. Fischer’s concerns have been ignored or dismissed 
by Hauter and his supporters, who continue to spread their harmful agenda despite evidence to 
the contrary. Dr. Fischer’s warnings have highlighted the critical need for the community to resist 
Hauter’s influence and reject his policies in favor of evidence-based, scientifically sound 
approaches to mental health and gender identity. 

Controversy at Morton School Board 709: Dr. Hauter’s influence has also been felt at the 
Morton School Board 709, where he has attempted to push his regressive views into the 
educational system. Despite the clear dangers posed by his ideology, Hauter has continued to 
advocate for policies that align with white nationalist values and reject inclusive, science-based 
approaches to gender identity and mental health. His involvement with the school board has 
raised serious concerns among educators, parents, and mental health professionals, many of 
whom fear that his influence could undermine the well-being of students and create an 
environment of hostility and discrimination. 

At the core of this controversy is Hauter’s stance on gender dysphoria, which he continues to 
frame as a mental illness rather than a medical condition that requires gender-affirming care. 
This stance directly contradicts the consensus of the medical and mental health communities, 
which overwhelmingly support gender-affirming care as the best course of treatment for 
transgender youth. Hauter’s rejection of this scientific consensus is a direct attack on the rights 
of LGBTQ+ individuals and further underscores the dangerous nature of his policies. 

Rejection of Scientific Consensus: Dr. Hauter’s rejection of well-established scientific facts is 
one of the most alarming aspects of his influence in Tazewell County. His denial of the medical 
community’s consensus on issues like gender dysphoria and his promotion of harmful 
conversion therapy practices are deeply concerning. These views not only contradict decades of 
research and clinical practice but also jeopardize the mental health and well-being of children in 
the community. 

The medical community, including organizations like the American Academy of Pediatrics (AAP) 
and the World Health Organization (WHO), recognizes gender dysphoria as a condition that 
requires care and support, not discrimination and harmful practices. Hauter’s rejection of these 
views in favor of his own agenda puts vulnerable children at risk and demonstrates his 
willingness to prioritize ideological beliefs over the health and safety of the community’s youth. 

The Larger Ideological Battle: The battle in Tazewell County is not just about Dr. Hauter; it is 
part of a larger ideological struggle being waged by far-right extremists who seek to impose their 
views on the broader population. Hauter’s ties to white nationalist groups and his promotion of 
anti-science policies are emblematic of a larger movement that seeks to overturn hard-won 
rights for marginalized groups and impose regressive, exclusionary policies on society. 



By aligning himself with these extremist groups, Hauter is participating in a broader effort to 
subvert democratic principles and push the country toward authoritarianism. His influence in 
local government, particularly within the education system, is a reflection of a larger strategy to 
reshape society according to the values of the far-right, regardless of the harm it may cause to 
vulnerable communities. 

Conclusion: A Call to Action The rise of Dr. Bill Hauter’s influence in Tazewell County is a 
wake-up call for the community. His white nationalist views, promotion of conversion therapy, 
rejection of medical consensus, and attacks on critics represent a direct threat to the rights and 
well-being of children and families in the area. As Hauter continues to push his extremist 
agenda, it is crucial for the community to stand up against his influence and reject the harmful 
policies he is trying to impose. 

The battle for the future of Tazewell County is about more than just local politics; it’s about 
ensuring that the next generation is able to grow up in a community that values inclusivity, 
diversity, and respect for human rights. By resisting extremist ideologies like those promoted by 
Hauter and his allies, the community can ensure that Tazewell County remains a place where 
every child, regardless of gender identity or background, can thrive in a safe and supportive 
environment. 

Bill Hauter’s Policies vs. America First vs. The U.S. Constitution 

Issue/Policy 
Area 

Bill Hauter’s 
Policies 

America First 
Policies 

U.S. Constitution 

Immigration Advocates for stricter 
border security and 
enforcement of 
immigration laws. 

America First 
advocates for a 
hardline approach, 
including building a 
border wall and limiting 
legal immigration. 

The Constitution allows 
Congress to regulate 
immigration and 
naturalization (Article I, 
Section 8). 

Social Media 
& Free 
Speech 

Hauter has been 
accused of using 
social media to target 
critics. 

America First supports 
robust free speech 
protections but has 
been criticized for 
silencing critics 
through various 
means. 

The First Amendment 
protects free speech, but 
does not protect doxxing 
or hate speech. 



Government 
Overreach 

Support for limited 
government 
intervention, with a 
focus on local 
control. 

America First promotes 
strong executive power 
and control over 
domestic policy. 

The Constitution 
establishes a system of 
checks and balances, 
preventing any branch 
from overreaching its 
authority. 

Civil Rights & 
Equality 

Hauter has faced 
criticism over his 
stance on issues like 
reproductive rights. 

America First has been 
associated with 
policies that may 
undermine civil rights 
protections (e.g., 
limiting LGBTQ+ 
rights). 

The Constitution, through 
amendments like the 14th, 
protects civil rights and 
equality under the law. 

Healthcare As a physician, 
Hauter supports 
healthcare reform, 
particularly in rural 
areas. 

America First seeks to 
reduce federal 
involvement in 
healthcare, advocating 
for market-driven 
solutions. 

The Constitution does not 
specifically address 
healthcare, though the 
Affordable Care Act has 
been a major legal issue 
under the Commerce 
Clause. 

Second 
Amendment 

Supports strong gun 
rights, with a focus 
on protecting 
constitutional rights. 

America First is 
staunchly pro-Second 
Amendment, 
advocating for the 
protection of gun 
ownership. 

The Second Amendment 
protects the right to keep 
and bear arms. 

Economic 
Policy & 
Taxation 

Advocates for tax 
cuts, particularly for 
businesses, and 
reducing government 
spending. 

America First focuses 
on protectionist trade 
policies and tax cuts 
for businesses and 
high earners. 

The Constitution grants 
Congress the power to tax 
and regulate interstate 
commerce (Article I, 
Section 8). 

Foreign Policy Hauter supports 
strengthening 
America’s role in 
global affairs, but 
with a focus on 
national security. 

America First favors an 
"America First" 
approach, often 
prioritizing isolationism 
and limiting 
international 
involvement. 

The Constitution grants 
the president the power to 
negotiate treaties and 
conduct foreign relations 
(Article II). 



Voting Rights 
& Election 
Integrity 

Hauter supports 
election reforms but 
has been criticized 
for stances on voter 
ID and absentee 
voting. 

America First 
emphasizes stringent 
voter ID laws and other 
election integrity 
measures. 

The Constitution grants 
voting rights through 
amendments (e.g., 15th, 
19th, and 26th 
Amendments) and 
requires equal protection 
(14th Amendment). 

 

Key Points of Tension Between America First and the U.S. Constitution: 

1. Executive Power: America First policies, particularly under Donald Trump, have often 
pushed for a stronger executive branch, which may be seen as conflicting with the 
Constitution's system of checks and balances. Critics argue that these actions may 
undermine the separation of powers. 
 

2. Civil Liberties: Both Hauter’s and America First’s policies on immigration, free speech, 
and civil rights have raised concerns about possible infringements on constitutional 
protections, particularly with respect to the First and Fourteenth Amendments. 
 

3. Healthcare and Welfare: America First’s approach to healthcare and welfare has often 
been criticized for being inconsistent with the Constitution’s promise of equal protection 
and due process, especially regarding marginalized groups. 
 

4. Voting Rights: The push for stricter voting laws by America First advocates may conflict 
with the Constitution's guarantees of voting rights, particularly under the 15th, 19th, and 
26th Amendments, which protect against voter suppression. 
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