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1. Emens- How did the Supreme court’s decision narrow the ADA and how did the ADA amendment Act attempt to expand it?

Americans with Disability Act enacted in 1990 has ensured the protection of individuals with disabilities from discrimination in public accommodation and place of work. The Supreme Court ruling narrowed ADA by stating corrective measures must be put into consideration for disabled individuals. Individual who had mitigated their disabilities was exempted from ADA protection. According to the Supreme Court if corrective measures can be taken the disabled person is not considered disabled (Emens, 2012). Secondly, the Supreme court ruled that disability assistance is not necessarily contradictory with ADA disability, thus the Supreme court ruled that a person’s claim and receipt of disability benefits does not certainly disqualify the individual from succeeding under ADA. The supreme court also required disabled people to prove they were limited to main life activities to be counted as disabled. 

ADA amendment Act was formed and it attempted to expand the meaning of disability. This was to be achieved by broadening the protection scope afforded by ADA. According to Emens (2012), the ADA amendment act also gave a deeper and clear definition of “major life activities” by introducing “operation of major body functions”. Also, the statute removes the need to prove considerable limitation to key life activities. Additionally, ADA amendment Act redefined individuals who were regarded as being disabled, prohibited consideration of the ameliorative effect of mitigation extent when evaluating whether disability considerably limits an individual’s key life activities with one exemption. The act also changed the regulatory explanation of substantially limits as well as indicating that disability involved impairment that is periodic or in remission if the disability considerably limited the key life doings when active.
2.  Bickenback describes four basic categories of rights--moral, legal, civil, and human. A human and legal rights approach was adopted in the early 1960's by the disability rights movement. How did this new approach set the foundation for and lead to such extensive progress in future disability public policy?

The human and legal rights approach was focused on ensuring equal rights for all disabled people.  The movement brought to light the lives of people with disabilities and the changes that were required so that they would be treated no less than humans. The human and legal rights were to represent the disabled people so that they could access equal opportunities like people without disabilities such as full participation in community, education, and work (Fleischer et al., 2012). The approach set a basis for disability for public policy by ensuring disabled people can acquire benefits and minimized discrimination against disabled individuals. The human and legal rights approach lead to amendment of human rights and the law to include disabled people and also disabled people are being encouraged to their rights. People with disability can also access justice, reinforced decision making, and lawful capacity. They are also protected from inhumane conditions.
3.  Olmstead Supreme Court decision - How did the Olmstead Supreme Court decision lead to thousands of people with developmental and mental disabilities moving from state institutions into community programs?

The Supreme Court ruled which unjustified isolation of people with disabilities was a form of discrimination which was a violation of title II ADA. Additionally, the court stated that public bodies could provide community programs to disabled people if the affected people gladly accepted the community treatment, the services to be offered are suitable and the community program would be sensibly accommodation by the public entity as compared to other institution (Olmstead, 2015). The court decision held that confinement of people with disabilities in an institution diminished their daily activities, cultural enrichment, social connection with family and the community, education and economic independence. The court decision enabled disabled people to receive services in an integrated community that meets the need of disabled people that is if their doctors and individuals accepted.
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