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Bio 
John Philipsborn, MEd, JD, MAS, is a lawyer in private practice who has had recent academic 
affiliations with the University of California at Berkeley, and the University of Pennsylvania. He 
has practiced as a criminal defense lawyer for more than 40 years, and is regularly involved in 
cases in which forensic mental health issues are discussed and litigated. He has been a co-
author of the mental health expert manual of the Mexican Capital Legal Assistance Program, 
and has, for many years, authored the mental health issues chapter in CEB’s California Criminal 
Law, Practice and Procedure, a volume updated yearly and used by judges, lawyers, and 
persons involved in California’s criminal courts. He was presented with FMHAC’s Christine West 
Award in 2015, and with a lifetime achievement award from California Attorneys for Criminal 
Justice in 2016. He has authored numerous articles on forensic mental health issues. 
 
Narrative 
For years, California’s population has included a growing number of persons whose 
background, language, cultural references, education and developmental history are unlike the 
backgrounds of those who are native English speakers and are familiar with the culture and 
institutions of California, and the United States in general. For years now, there has been a 
growing recognition of the need for mental health experts practicing in the United States to be 
aware of the cultural issues involved in understanding, evaluating and diagnosing mental health 
issues. Cross-cultural mental health issues are recognized in the forensic mental health 
literature and are increasingly recognized in and by courts. In forensic settings, the question of 
whether there was adherence to best practices in cross-cultural assessments often arise where 
competence to stand trial, and voluntariness of post-arrest statements are being litigated. This 
presentation will review the current standards of practice that apply to cross-cultural mental 
health assessments as these are viewed in pertinent literature, including literature for mental 
health professionals and for courts. It will also review the situations in which mental health 
experts are likely to need to display knowledge of those standards of practice and explanations 
for either adhering to or departing from them. 
 
Learning Objectives 



1.  Describe three sources of standards of and for cross cultural mental health 
assessment 

2. Identify those criminal and quasi criminal case proceedings (SVP, Guardianship, 
LPS) that can involve both the need for cross cultural assessment, and for 
knowledge of the applicable standards of practice 

3. Identify two examples of what will be considered deficient assessment practices 
in cases that involve persons who cannot speak English, and whose 
developmental and contextual history includes significant time spent in a culture 
other than that of the United States 

 


