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Mass. Bar Association Addresses SJC Rulings on Cases Impacted by 
Convicted State Chemist Annie Dookhan 

BOSTON, Mass. — The Massachusetts Bar Association (MBA) issues the following statement and 
commentary relating to the Supreme Judicial Court’s ruling today in Commonwealth vs. Rakim D. 
Scott (and related cases), which addressed criminal cases impacted by convicted former state chemist 
Annie Dookhan: 

The Supreme Judicial Court has given defendants the benefit of the doubt that there was egregious 
conduct by the government in any case where Annie Dookhan was either the primary or secondary 
chemist assigned to analyze drug evidence. While defendants still must prove that they would not have 
pleaded guilty if they had been aware of Dookhan’s misconduct, the court’s stance alleviates 
defendants from addressing something that, through no fault of their own, would have been a difficult 
and expensive element of the case to prove. 

MBA President Douglas K. Sheff said: “The Supreme Judicial Court is clearly focused on providing a 
workable administrative remedy while also rectifying what it acknowledges has been a stain on the 
integrity of our criminal justice system. Although it’s not the blanket dismissal that many defendants 
had hoped for, the SJC’s decisions today will restore some of the fairness that was taken away in cases 
impacted by the reprehensible actions of chemist Annie Dookhan.” 

While MBA Treasurer Robert W. Harnais agreed the court has provided long-awaited clarity on the 
Dookhan cases, he added: “From a practical standpoint, it remains to be seen how defendants will 
prove that knowledge of Dookhan’s egregious conduct would have materially affected their decision to 
plead guilty. In most cases, a defendant’s word will not be enough, yet that is all many will have. The 
SJC could have further leveled the playing field by drawing a brighter line on the type of evidence 
required to meet this ‘Prong Two’ burden of proof.” 


