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 September 19, 2025 
 
Brian Bialas
Executive Director
Massachusetts Board of Registration in Allied Mental Health
250 Washington Street
Boston, MA 02108
 
RE:  Proposed Amended Regulation – 262 CMR 3.00 
 
 
Dear Mr. Bialas:
 
I am writing on behalf of the American Association for Marriage and Family Therapy (AAMFT), the national association representing the professional interests of more than 81,000 licensed marriage and family therapists (LMFTs) throughout the United States, including those in Massachusetts.

First, we would like to thank the Board for all its work on protecting and advancing the MFT profession in Massachusetts. We sincerely appreciate the opportunity to comment on the Proposed Amended Regulation – 262 CMR 3.00. Overall, AAMFT supports the proposed changes to 262 CMR 3.00. We believe the proposed rule is an improvement over the existing rule and includes important changes that reflect the current practice patterns and training of MFTs. Please see our comments below concerning some potential changes to this proposed rule for consideration.  
 
AAMFT is dedicated to advancing the MFT profession. One method that we have been actively pursuing is the streamlining of licensure by endorsement across the country. We appreciate that the Board has proposed updating 262 CMR 3.00, section 3.04: Reciprocity. AAMFT would like to provide a few comments for additional consideration regarding section 3.04. 

First is the stipulation requiring three years of experience in order to be granted a license under reciprocal recognition. While AAMFT strongly agrees with the Board that licensees from other jurisdictions must provide proof of a license in good standing, we suggest removing the requirement of three years. Years of experience requirements create barriers for MFTs who are new to the profession or who have taken time away from clinical practice for personal or professional reasons. Creating an extra barrier for licensure in Massachusetts for LMFTs hinders qualified MFTs in their ability to provide accessible and effective care to Massachusetts residents. 

Additionally, AAMFT would like clarification on the line in section 3.04 that states, “the applicant has achieved a passing score on the national Licensure Examination, or its equivalent.” Could you please confirm that the “equivalent” in that statement is inclusive of the California clinical MFT exam? 


Finally, we are concerned about the requirement to verify coursework under section 3.04 by providing a final transcript. This requirement is concerning, as an LMFT who has been practicing with a license in good standing may have had different graduation requirements when they went to school. Because all states require LMFTs to obtain a master's degree at a minimum, requiring specific coursework creates additional unnecessary barriers. 
 
We appreciate your efforts on the proposed amended regulations and thank you for the opportunity to provide comments. We hope to work collaboratively moving forward to continue to protect and advance the MFT profession in Massachusetts.  
 
Thank you in advance for your time and consideration. Please contact me at rsmith@aamft.org if you have any questions or need additional information. 
 
Sincerely, 
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Roger Smith 
Chief Advocacy Officer 
American Association for Marriage and Family Therapy 
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