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Response to a Mad Fight: Psychiatry and Disability Activism
	The article A Mad Fight: Psychiatry and Disability Activism by Bradley Lewis sought to provide deeper understanding of the Mad Pride organization as psychiatric and disability rights movement. The article provides a perspective on ways in which the Mad pride Movement is similar and different to the wider movement of disability rights, the various movements that overlapped and supported each other in the history and development of the Mad Pride and the level of success attained by the movement.
	As portrayed in the article, the mad pride possesses some similarities with the broader disability rights movement. One such similarity is its goal to advocate for rights of people living with disabilities. This was one of its major goals and is consistent with the goals of the disability rights movement. The second similarity of the mad pride with the broader disability rights movement is the resistance to the medical model of disabilities as well as the global preference to approach psychiatry from a biological perspective rather than a social perspective. Additionally, both the mad pride and the broader disability rights movement face the same struggle in terms of struggle disability politics and knowledge.
	The movements are however different in some aspects. One aspect is that the mad pride aims at reclaiming terms associated with mental disability and restoring pride in them through acceptance of disabilities. It offered a platform for people with disabilities to be proud of themselves and their condition. This is different from the broader disability rights movement which did not want to be termed as mad as the supported the sanist style, this was contrary to the mad pride's desire to be labeled disabled as they saw their condition as a capacity that should be valued and one that attracts pride.
[bookmark: _GoBack]	The movements were able to overlap and support each other in areas that related to advocating for disability and psychiatrist rights. Additionally, the organizations faced a similar epistemological and political struggle. Both organizations were united in the fight against people with disabilities regarded and treated as inferior by the rest of the society. The supported each other in a bid to reduce individualization and the medical approach to disability.
	The mad pride has experienced mixed results in terms of the success of its activities in its fight for psychiatric disability rights. The success has been experienced in terms of reducing stigma through acceptance of psychiatric disabilities and wearing the terms previously thought of as shameful with great pride. This has been able to increase the participation of people with disability in treatment planning programs as the no longer for discrimination and stigmatization. However, the mad pride has not been able to capture the attention of institutional psychiatry. 
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