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policy. On the other hand, it reminds us not to
mistake presidential rhetoric for presidential ac‐
tion and to be suspicious of those moral justifica‐
tions every U.S. president since Richard Nixon has
been forced to provide. As Schmitz outlines, Presi‐
dent George W. Bush, though he, too, has cast his
war on terrorism »in terms of promoting free‐
dom«, »has relied on and provided support to na‐
tions, such as Pakistan and Saudia Arabia, that
are ruled by autocratic leaders«. Schmitz, there‐
fore, concludes »that the ideological, economic,
and racial arguments used to rationalize Ameri‐
can support for authoritarian regimes continue to
have influence and shape policy toward some na‐
tions« (p. 243).
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