WE CAN DO BETTER:

SUPPORTING CRIME VICTIMS
WITH DISABILITIES
BY OLEGARIO D. CANTOS VII
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A SPOTLIGHT ON “OLLIE” CANTOS
Blind since birth, Olegario “Ollie” D. Cantos VII is the highest-placed public servant
with a disability in the federal government. In August 2004, Mr. Cantos came to the
U.S. Department of Justice to serve as special assistant to the assistant attorney
general in the Civil Rights Division. He was later promoted to special counsel to the
assistant attorney general, where he fostered closer ties between the Department and
disability rights leaders, facilitated greater compliance by businesses with federal disability rights laws, and established and strengthened new cross-agency partnerships
to promote full participation by people with disabilities in every facet of life. He spearheaded efforts to incorporate
physical and programmatic inspections of local government-funded domestic violence shelters and to educate crime
victims with disabilities about their rights and responsibilities.
Mr. Cantos also served as general counsel and director of programs for the American Association of People with
Disabilities, the largest cross-disability national membership organization in the country. Before that he served as
attorney and director of outreach for the Disability Rights Legal Center in Los Angeles. It was during this early period
that he began to work on crime victimization issues.
In April 2006, Mr. Cantos’s exemplary leadership and skill was recognized at the highest level when he was asked
by the White House to become associate director on disabilities for the White House Policy Council, where he now
serves as the point person on disability-related policy coordination.
A 1997 graduate of Loyola Law School, Mr. Cantos is a prolific writer on disability issues and has received numerous awards including the Founder’s Award from Asian Rehabilitation Services (its highest honor), California Big Brother
of the Year, the Excellence in Diversity Award from the Federal Asian/Pacific American Council, and the Paul G. Hearne
National Leadership Award from the American Association of People with Disabilities. Lead America, a national youth
leadership development organization, established a scholarship program in his name.
A three-time finisher of the Los Angeles Marathon, Mr. Cantos also enjoys rollerblading, horseback riding, and science fiction. Often noted for his energy and positive outlook, Mr. Cantos derives his inspiration from God, his family,
books on personal development, and various mentors he has had throughout his life. According to Dr. Jonathan Young,
formerly with the White House Office of Public Liaison, “Ollie Cantos has an abiding passion for making the world a
better place. He has a capacity for channeling his extraordinary level of energy to produce not just great results in his
own work, but also to inspire those around him to do more and do better. His enthusiasm is infectious!”
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