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Dedication

To President Donald J. Trump.

You came, you saw, you fixed. Thank you for the sacrifices you’ve made and continue to make. You’re putting our nation on the right track by ending wars, making government smaller, and enabling Americans to succeed.
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Preface: What Is the MAGA Doctrine?

Americans don’t like to be told what to do. By anybody.

They don’t want their options limited by social justice warriors, EPA busybodies, or UN blowhards. They didn’t like Jimmy Carter telling them to put on a sweater and turn down the thermostat, and they didn’t like Michelle Obama lecturing them on what to eat. The entire elite political class is obsessed with lecturing their constituents. In fact, Donald Trump may be the first president in any of our lifetimes who doesn’t periodically take to the bully pulpit to tell us how to live our lives.

At every turn, Americans are told they are breaking the rules, written and unwritten, both legal and moral. This is a strange fate for a people whose nation was built upon individual liberty and a historic break with old-world tyranny. Liberty is the shield with which we have protected individuals, families, churches, and communities—including groups that can’t easily fight back by themselves.

Accompanying liberty is a healthy dose of skepticism about authority figures and experts who think they know best. That skepticism sometimes means listening to one wise farmer instead of a UN or EPA agriculture committee when regulations are suggested. It may mean listening to one online voice instead of the Silicon Valley cartel united against him—or one conservative professor censured by a left-wing Ivy League university. (Even the left understands this, even if they swear they don’t. They recently elected a bartender to Congress, after all, and claimed that was what made her worth listening to.)

A people this rebellious do not take kindly either to a government that intrudes into every area of our lives (in the name of everything from defense to ending poverty, while achieving neither)—nor do we take kindly to a media elite that tells us we can’t vote for an outsider presidential candidate. They can bury us in fake news aimed at training us to hate that outsider candidate, but Americans still don’t like to be told what to do.

In fact, that outsider candidate may start to sound more like a fellow rebel to them than like a threat.

The MAGA Doctrine is a book about what happens when the two political parties stop listening to the people and the people win anyway. We live in a democratic republic, but this is still a near miracle. We will examine how the most controversial president of modern times managed to transform American politics in just a few years and how politicians and pundits raced to keep up.

Throughout the stories of policy wins and political battles, we will explore two key ideas. The first is the false claim that Trump’s political base is not forward-thinking. The slogan Make America Great Again may use the past as the benchmark for greatness, but we are not advocating a return to mid-century America. Turn on the television or read newspaper columns calling modern conservatives backward-looking, and you can see why they consistently get President Trump wrong. They misread what is happening. They offer false predictions on what will happen next.

If you think we are not calling for a brighter future as a strong, dynamic country of free and equal Americans, you will never understand the revolution happening before your eyes.

Heading into the 2016 election, both parties assumed the presidency would be decided on the same old issues, presented in the same boring way. They prepared accordingly. The Republican base found a better choice, and caught a dying Democrat Party off guard.

Why has there been so much misunderstanding around the president’s popularity and plans? In the pages that follow, I’m going to argue that even members of his own party continue to misunderstand the permanence of the change among the base.

That brings us to the second, deeper idea here. Critics of the president can’t see that the giant, lumbering institutions they run—from the Deep State to the New York Times—are the ones not well prepared for the future. The reasons they feel so smug about running the country for decades to come are, in fact, the reasons they will soon lose control of everything.

They find Trump’s constant battles against the urban elite puzzling. A television celebrity attacking the media? A billionaire attacking billionaires? A Manhattanite in a suit winning over stadiums full of farmers? What they don’t understand is that the masses have been looking for someone to stand up to the powerful, and who else could get away with it? Trump may be the freest man in the world.

What is the MAGA Doctrine? Bigger is not always better. The role of government should be so small that it is barely noticeable. Yet, over the past several decades it has ballooned into an enormous enterprise thanks to both political parties. Too many institutions created to counter the power of government, from the media to Wall Street, have practically joined forces with it. Fake news is out of control and defense contractors have taken unprecedented advantage of the American taxpayer.

Protecting individual liberty from the tyrannical forces of government is the idea our nation was built upon. It is the only way to protect the individual’s rights, the family, local churches and schools, and other groups who can’t fight back themselves.

Be skeptical of everything, especially your government. Ask questions, fight for your rights, and never surrender.

President Trump has been under attack from the moment he declared he was running. Neither electoral challenges nor impeachment threats can erase the Trump legacy. He has brought about a reawakening. I have actually been a supporter of Donald Trump since well before his 2016 presidential campaign. Way back in 2011, I tweeted to him, “Run Trump Run! Your country needs you!” I guess you could say I was MAGA before it was cool. I was thrilled eight years later when, as president, Donald Trump said, “I want to thank Charlie. He’s an incredible guy. His spirit, his love of this country. He’s done an amazing job.”

From the first time I briefly met Donald Trump Jr., son of the future president, at the 2016 Republican National Convention to my hosting events through the organization I founded, Turning Point USA (themselves drawing tens of thousands of student activist participants), the past few years have been an amazing journey.

Now, I should reveal the philosophy motivating it all—and motivating the president.

Turning Point USA started before the Trump 2016 presidential campaign but exploded in size around that time, as the student activists who make up the group’s ranks began to hope that they might soon have a president who heard their voices. The group doesn’t exist just to cheer on one politician—our well-attended annual events such as the Teen Student Action Summit, Young Black Leadership Summit, and Young Jewish Leadership Summit attest to that. We are strictly an educational organization dedicated to preaching the values of free markets, the Constitution, and American exceptionalism.

But Turning Point USA participants, including former Turning Point USA staff member and BLEXIT founder Candace Owens, have a shared philosophical impulse, and a basic political desire, that is roughly summed up in President Trump’s slogan, seen on the ubiquitous red hats of his supporters: Make America Great Again, abbreviated MAGA. As I will explain, MAGA is more than just a slogan. There is a set of principles, however roughly hewn, behind the president’s vision of national renewal—one that is both familiar and eternally in need of clear, firm restatement. The MAGA Doctrine didn’t spring into existence in 2016—because it is the core philosophy by which our whole society has come to be over several centuries.

I’ve seen President Trump speak in front of high school students, my fellow young conservative activists eager to hear him—and afterward, I often hear students ask me, is there a key book or manifesto I can study to really understand the philosophy behind this burgeoning movement? Behind this rising new sensibility that is partly conservative, partly libertarian, partly populist, partly nationalist, and yet not just an old-fashioned, textbook case of any of these strains of thought? Now there is. I would not presume to speak for the president, but I will try as best I can to explain the old ideas underlying the fresh thinking he brings to a country that desperately needs it.

One important reason to offer a defense of the MAGA Doctrine as Donald Trump faces reelection is that if those of us who support him do not make our case, our political opponents will not hesitate to “explain” the MAGA Doctrine for us. We know what their description of our philosophy will be: Trump supporters are racist. Trump himself is a fascist. Trump’s policies fly in the face of common sense and shred the Constitution.

They will claim our thinking is un-American even as they trash the American traditions of liberty and limited government they claim to be defending. These elites deride Trump supporters even as their own philosophy threatens to demolish the very things that made America great.

What philosophy is considered hip among many people from my millennial generation? Socialism! One of the most disastrous ideologies ever devised. To that rival faction in particular, I offer these stats (some of the many such facts I like to share on my Twitter feed and podcast):

Two hundred years ago,


	84% of the world lived in extreme poverty. Today, 90% don’t.

	83% didn’t have a basic education. Today, 86% do.

	1% lived in a democracy. Today just 44% don’t.

	The child mortality rate was 43%. Today, it’s 4%.





All thanks to the free market socialists want to destroy. If anything, economic growth rates and progress have slowed in the past few decades as the welfare state, to which the socialists give all the credit for such advances, grew. The new socialists and Democrats steadfastly ignore these facts. And it is this delusion that makes the MAGA Doctrine more important than ever.

The MAGA Doctrine is, in part, a path back to the brave, pioneering spirit that made not just survival but explosive growth and visionary changes possible in America. Join me now in tracing that past and pointing the way, with Trump’s help, to an even brighter future.





Chapter 1

The Great Disruptor

Two days after Trump won the 2016 election, I found myself up in famed Trump Tower in New York City, invited by Tommy Hicks of the America First PAC, who is now co-chair of the Republican National Committee. I was in the building in part to see if Donald Trump Jr. had been serious when he said during the campaign that he wanted to help draw attention to my organization, Turning Point USA. Plenty of politicians and their relatives are eager to be your friend during a hard-fought campaign but ditch you—and everything for which you stood—once they’ve secured their victory.

In fact, Donald Jr. famously said during the campaign, when I offered to help spread the word about his father, that the last thing the campaign needed was another person too young and inexperienced to know much about campaigning. Would he be dismissive now, despite promising to help?

But Donald Jr. was as good as his word and plugged my efforts by thanking me for our role in his father’s victory. That connection helped spur the amazing growth of Turning Point USA over the past three years. The group had existed for a few years before that, but it was increasingly clear it would be a vehicle for the shifting mood in the country, and in particular the shifting hopes of young people who for so long had been taught the left owns the future and is the only natural vehicle for the rising generations’ political aspirations.

Don Jr. understood that the next generation matters. All too often our youth are exposed to liberal ideas at school, at college, on television, and online without any counterbalance. Groups such as Turning Point USA provide an alternative. Accompanying Don when he appeared at events with a big Turning Point USA presence would often be his smart and beautiful girlfriend, Kimberly Guilfoyle, who always helped get the crowd fired up. A former prosecutor and a natural speaker, Guilfoyle spent a decade hosting the highest-rated shows on Fox News before joining the Trump campaign to assist with the 2020 reelection.

With the moral support of a few such allies, in the past few years Turning Point USA has gone from a budget of about $2 million per year to $20 million per year, enabling us to have an ongoing presence on some 1,600 campuses, about 70% of them colleges and 30% high schools. Our annual December conference draws about 3,500 students. A big part of that growth has been the general Trump political momentum, but the kind words and helpful advice of Don Jr. and Ivanka in particular have made a palpable difference.

I would like to think maybe Donald Jr. sees in me and in Turning Point USA something just a little like his dad: a force for disruption, one the old guard resents sometimes because it shows up the hollowness of that old guard’s prior efforts. Like President Trump, we have tried to combat decades of political “conventional wisdom” with common sense.

I can understand political intellectuals being reluctant to admit that Donald Trump has changed the course of American politics. Big changes in politics are “supposed” to come from longtime party leaders, philosophers, professors, experts, think tanks, elite intellectual cliques. How could one man, even riding an immense (and indeed global) wave of populist sentiment, possibly shatter our longstanding political models and arguably rewrite the political spectrum?

One key to Trump’s success is that he sensed how terribly out of touch with its constituents the political establishment had become. It’s his job to notice market opportunities, and the two major political parties, foolishly, had created a big one. Think of the way Fox News viewers embraced Trump quicker than the pundits and producers of Fox did. Think of how pained the pundit class was at his verbal sparring with Fox host Megyn Kelly and yet how readily her viewers sided with him. Even at that solidly conservative network, in other words, there was a gap between what the public was thinking and what the experts were saying in their name. The conservative experts—the talking heads—were espousing an old party line that, though it has a venerable history, may not resonate so much anymore.

The gridlock that the two major parties had fallen into, and the tired repetition in their messages, may have been an inevitable long-term side effect of the majority-rule structure of our democracy. The two parties were not written into the Constitution, and it was several decades before their organization and names were even formal, as opposed to names for loose and shifting coalitions of legislators. But if an absolute majority of electoral college votes is required to win the presidency and winner-take-all has been the norm in both national and state elections, one governing coalition—regardless of its stated ideology—has an incentive to try to win just over 50% of public support, while the other governing coalition has an incentive to do the same. Eventual gridlock may be the inevitable destiny of any majority-rules democratic system.

And then the two dominant coalitions, now formalized as two semi-permanent parties—the Democrats and the Republicans in our case—start getting used to each other. Far too used to each other. They squabble. The party with the upper hand and the party with the lower hand in current national affairs shift slightly from time to time, but a 50/50 stalemate starts to seem just, well, natural. Probably permanent.

Once those two parties get comfortable, resigned to the fact that neither is ever going to completely destroy the other, they can get down to furthering shared interests—“horse trading for votes,” as the saying goes. You give my district something big at the taxpayers’ expense in the next appropriations bill, which my district will thank me for, and I’ll give your district something expensive that they’ll thank you for.

A two-party cartel, entrenched and self-serving, soon looks like the most natural manifestation of democracy imaginable.

The heads of those two parties argue when they must, each party hoping to differentiate itself from the other just enough to eke out a victory in the next election—but neither wants to argue for, or if elected institute, change so fundamental that it would destroy all the stuff that the leaders of the two parties have in common with each other and not with you, the general public: unearned use of $4 trillion a year, the power to regulate, and the endless attention of fawning lobbyists and Washington powerbrokers.

Both parties, to varying degrees, have favored a large welfare/regulatory state and constant military interventions overseas. We see each of the two parties talking to itself, regurgitating the same rhetoric decade after decade, and changing essentially nothing about governance itself aside from letting spending levels constantly inch slightly upward, debt constantly deepen, and the military, frustratingly, bloat and age at the same time.

There is an unholy alliance between the left and the right. The left wants welfare spending and the right wants more military spending. The result is both sides come together in a bipartisan fashion and increase spending on both. As the losing 2016 presidential candidate might say, “What difference does it make?”

Is it any shock, really, that in 2016 George H. W. Bush proudly announced that he voted for Hillary Clinton instead of Trump? Even though Bush’s own son, hapless Jeb, had wanted to defeat Clinton, in the end the Bushes and Clintons were like two branches of one big happy family, merely rotating who got a turn in the Oval Office this time out. How collegial.

Trump was the first real disruption to that decrepitude in a long, long time.

It helped maintain the two-party cartel if the two major parties, Democrats and Republicans, pretended, at least around election time, to be complete, diametrical opposites, even though the leadership of both parties would be sharing martinis and crafting pork-filled legislation together with knowing winks as soon as the every-two-years or every-four-years mock-battle was over.

But the two parties were never quite literally opposites in their philosophies.

The old Democrat formula, ideally stated, was something like: a big welfare and regulatory state combined with an American military subordinated to big international alliances and treaty organizations.

The old Republican formula, ideally stated, was something like: free trade, big business, opposition to welfare, legislation defending traditional morality (such as pushing for pro-life measures when possible), plus never-ending military engagements overseas, with every dictator around the world due to become our fighting foe eventually.

This two-party faceoff has changed a little on the left in recent years—and the situation has changed drastically on the right thanks to President Trump.

The Democratic formula arguably once included respect for civil liberties and a welfare state that, however dysfunctional, was rooted in the moderate American understanding that it’s great to ensure everyone’s basic needs are met and that each person can go out and make his or her own way in the world. The new Democratic formula, exaggerating those impulses, appears to be moral relativism and flat-out socialism. Oh, they told us for decades that they weren’t socialists, just “liberals” (a once-honorable term that meant a believer in free markets and limited government back in the nineteenth century), but half of Democratic primary voters picking avowed socialist Bernie Sanders in the party’s 2016 primaries seems to put the lie to that distinction, as do the enthusiastic cries that socialist loudmouths such as Representative Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez are the “future of the party.”

The Democrats, in short, appear to be getting worse—and as long as they could point to the rich, crony-capitalist Republicans with their eagerly doled-out corporate subsidies as the only alternative, the Democrats could still be pretty well assured they had nothing big, at least nothing fatal in the long run, to fear in the electoral arena. They could still present themselves as the great defenders of the working class, the only party really checking in on the common folk as the economy had its ups and downs. The blue-collar, average-American choice.

And a rising tide of immigration could only help, the demographics favoring the Democrats, and almost no one on the Republican side was really willing to risk a potentially ugly fight on that topic. Too divisive, too offensive. The establishment Republicans, with no real, heartfelt governing philosophy anyway, might as well sit back and enjoy the long, slow ride to irrelevance and try not to sound too different from the Democrats during the process.

Still, even among political philosophers, the assumption remained that as one moved leftward along a linear political axis, one grew more internationalist, more welfare-statist, and more comfortable with personal liberties such as free speech. As one moved rightward, one became more theocratic, more militaristic, more pro-establishment, more morally uptight, and more skeptical about free speech.

Then came Trump.

After decades of assuming that the two-party stasis meant the leaders of each party could keep dictating the same positions to the rank and file, Republican Party leaders were startled in 2016 to discover that their constituents wanted something else. The new de facto party platform would be trade with a dash of strategic protectionism, free speech, and skepticism about the use of military power overseas—combined with a desire to avoid socialism at home, avoid the erosion of our core culture, and avoid subsidizing other countries when our own has unmet needs.

Trump has swept aside an astonishing number of conservative taboos, once-dominant institutions, and once-unbreakable rules through the sheer force of his personality—and the emphatic truths of the MAGA Doctrine.

As Trump economic advisor Stephen Moore put it in a blunt speech to Republican House members, the Republican Party is in some sense no longer a conservative party, no longer the party of Reagan, but instead a Trump-remade populist party.

Trump’s list of priorities—and in many ways they are uniquely his (aside from some populists whose ideas slightly resemble his in some areas and not at all in others, such as Pat Buchanan)—redefines what “conservatism” or “the right” is, offering a new Republican formula, a marked improvement over the old Republican formula, in contrast to the trajectory of decline in the Democratic Party.

If old Democrat was something like civil liberties/welfare/internationalism and new Democrat is something like censorship/socialism/internationalism, while old Republican was something like theocratic/corporate/warlike, then the new Republican formula is roughly free speech/entrepreneurial/pro-peace.

Not all change is good, but this is. Even founding conservative thinker Edmund Burke recognized that some changes can serve to conserve what is best about a society and its regime. Burke endorsed the American Revolution, in fact, whereas one might have expected a British conservative to say the king can never err. True conservatives recognize when things have gotten so bad that change is necessary. Those who don’t care about rescuing a society may just stay along for the ride as the whole thing goes over a cliff.

The height of Republican decadence, in a way, was the neoconservative movement. It had respectable roots, with great thinkers such as Irving Kristol defending basic conservative moral principles at a time of moral relativism and political chaos in the 1960s, and the neoconservatives were stalwart defenders of Reagan and critics of communism. However, people in power will start getting cocky eventually, and by the time of George W. Bush’s presidency, neoconservatives such as William Kristol were talking not just about defending America (a noble goal, obviously) but about asserting “American Empire” all over the globe. They were also quite open about not wanting to waste too much time on free markets or the rhetoric of individualism—the libertarian part of the conservative movement.

The neoconservatives, in publications such as the now-defunct magazine the Weekly Standard, defended grotesque ideas such as “big-government conservatism,” preferring founding Progressive Teddy Roosevelt to free-marketeers such as Steve Forbes, all the while claiming that they were promoting “National Greatness.” America was indeed in need of a renewal of its greatness, but fighting long, bloody, expensive wars in Afghanistan and Iraq was not the way to Make America Great Again. Maybe if we had more quickly and decisively won those wars, the story would be different. But as candidate Trump so simply and insightfully put it, “We don’t win anymore.”

A house-cleaning was necessary, and it is stunning how many old, fossilized things Trump swept aside on his path to electoral victory and national renewal, how many things he continues to sweep aside, things we thought surely no Republican could win without. He dismissed the Weekly Standard, he questioned the conservative bona fides of some National Review writers, he was skeptical of John McCain’s war record, he sometimes argued with Fox News (despite recurring leftist claims that that’s where he gets all his ideas).

Who could have imagined back when I was born, in the 1990s, that the Republican Party might become the vehicle for opposing endless warfare? This is change. This is disruption, right down to the very foundations of modern political ideology.

Furthermore, Trump is obviously no prude (though his optimistic, Norman Vincent Peale–influenced religion-plus-business streak stayed with him during his election campaign, even as secular critics hypocritically questioned his Christian credentials). Trump has probably become the greatest living exemplar of free speech in the twenty-first century. As he put it, we can’t improve if political correctness prevents us from even talking honestly about what our problems are.

It’s not that those of us on Team Trump long to be rude. It’s not that we look down on any subsets of American society. All individuals are created equal—but not all cultures and ideas are equal, and we need to be able to compare and contrast intelligently. Yet the left, with its warped and doctrinaire version of equality, really wants to replace the Founding ideas of striving, competition, and individual excellence with mediocrity, enforced mediocrity if necessary—and that’s not how America became great. It’s not how America is being made great again.

The tragedy of the left is that while they may envision, or claim to envision, an America of happy equals, they also want endless conflict—anger instead of gratitude. They want people to be offended instead of being civil. What better way than to convince the populace that every advantage another citizen has over you, earned or unearned, real or imagined, is offensive and must be taken away? Who but the biggest of big governments will ever have the power to impose the entire anti-meritocratic leftist vision on society? I think on some level, they know their vision is unworkable, and they like the fact that it will leave the public frustrated and angry, ready to be stirred up and led against the next common enemy, just as they have tried to rally Americans against Trump, in whom they thought they had the perfect, easily defeated villain.

Trump was saying the forbidden things that the two-party cartel had for so long rendered, by mutual agreement, unspeakable. And it turned out these weren’t things that Americans were horrified to hear. Once they got over the shock—once they recovered from some sharp insults and salty language—they realized Trump was articulating the things most of us take for granted and had long suppressed: competence matters, intelligence matters, American independence matters, defying the pretended authorities of media or state matters.

The MAGA Doctrine is no mere return to nineteenth-century racism or narrow-mindedness, as should by now be obvious. It is something new, but if it must be likened to a prior era, or at least one aspect of a prior era, think of the great social mobility of the 1980s, when prosperity and newfound financial independence helped make full citizens at last of women and ethnic minorities so often left out before—even as the end of European Communism helped spread notions of entrepreneurship and individual freedom to places long deprived of them.

The Trump plan is not to undo any of those gains but to build upon them. It is not the imposition of a strongman but, quite the contrary, the restoration of citizen government after too many decades of that two-party cartel thinking it barely needed to answer to the people.

The Democrats cannot mouth the same old slogans and take it for granted that everyone will believe they are the only spokesmen for the poor and the workers. They know Trump speaks to those Americans as well.

The Republicans cannot take it for granted that by the occasional salute to the soldiers or bowing of the head in prayer they will pass for true patriots and saintly neighbors. They know Trump has called their bluffs and shown Americans want greatness without needless war, belief without restricting speech.

This is a liberation of America long overdue—and it may be the last chance to institute it, with the socialists and the stale corporatists still looming to the left and right. I hope we will not reverse course in the 2020 election. America really is, if I may borrow a phrase, at a turning point.

That phrase suggests that the group I run isn’t just about opinions but about action. Disrupting the old coalitions is much more painful than just repeating old arguments or phrasing them in a new way. I’m an activist, not just a pundit—in much the same way that President Trump is someone who wants to get things done, not just stake out his ideological territory. You, too, can be an activist, and this book may help inspire you in that regard, but you will meet, to coin a phrase, resistance—and not always where you expect it.

I do not go out of my way to make enemies—and I have great respect for the long line of conservative thinkers who have made my tentative contribution to politics possible—but sometimes the most vicious opposition to me, to Turning Point USA, and to Trump himself has come from the right, not the left. The left, after all, has an exciting new enemy to fight in the Trump era. Many on the pre-Trump right need to rethink their lives and ask if they still have a purpose. Most do, but some have to confess they were going about things entirely the wrong way, maybe even enjoying the endless stalemate between right and left, not really holding out any realistic hope of winning or causing change.

Some folks at the older, established “conservative” publications have even made Turning Point USA sound like a nuisance, an upstart. They accuse us of watering down timeless principles to create mere clickbait. They say we aren’t bringing in intellectually qualified recruits. Every movement bigger than your living room will have a few embarrassing members, and every media and political organization fights to get attention in the modern media environment, but I think Turning Point USA’s real “crime” is that we expose how ineffectual the old ways had become and show that new audiences and bigger political victories are possible if people get a little more imaginative and provocative.

Those complaints about Turning Point USA have some parallels, obviously, in the complaints from most of the conservative establishment when the Trump campaign first started picking up steam, defying the predictions of all the revered experts. Trump won’t last, he isn’t serious, he’s just stirring up the yahoo vote, and so on.

But as union leader Nicholas Klein said in 1918 (if I may borrow a line from the left), “First they ignore you. Then they ridicule you. And then they attack you and want to burn you. And then they build monuments to you.” I try to resist the urge to tell the older conservative groups, “I told you so.” We just keep moving ahead instead of wasting too much time fighting old rivals we’ve already eclipsed.

If the old conservative approaches were flawless, the whole world wouldn’t have been convinced in 2016 that Hillary Clinton’s presidency was an inevitability, and the pundits wouldn’t have thought that Jeb Bush was the farthest the right could safely stray from liberal orthodoxy in its thinking. Trump saw that these assumptions were a failure of imagination—and he knew the Republicans were making an immense, long-term tactical mistake because he talked to normal Americans outside the media/politics bubble
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