COMMONWEALTH OF
SUPERIOR COURT
MASSACHUSETTS                                       CIVIL ACTION
PLYMOUTH, ss.
LYNNE MILLICAN, in
)
her individual capacity,
)
Plaintiff
)
)
vs.
)
)     NO.  92-2140A
HARVARD COMMUNITY HEALTH PLAN, )
NATALIE SCHULTZ, MAHMOOD NIARAKI, )
BRIAN WALSH, BOSTON IVF, SELWYN )
OSKOWITZ, MICHAEL ALPER,

Defendants                         )
ANSWERS OF THE DEFENDANT, BOSTON IVF, TO THE PLAINTIFF, LYNNE MILLICAN'S INTERROGATORIES
Ql.  Please identify yourself fully.
Al.  I am the office manager of Boston IVF, One Brookline Place, Brookline, Massachusetts.

Q24. Please set forth the date in which Boston IVF first began using Lupron in it's treatment protocol for an IVF cycle, stating the rationale for including Lupron in it's medication regime, the length of time Lupron was prescribed for, and the number of patients undergoing IVF after long-term Lupron use (over 6 months), and set forth the means by which Boston IVF has determined it's numbers.
A24. To the best of our knowledge, Boston IVF began using Lupron about 1987 onward, to prevent premature ovulation and for other medically indicated reasons, depending on the case. Length of time varies, generally for periods of about two weeks, for multiple cycles in connection with ovulation induction, but in such cases as pain relief, continuously for many months.  

Q25. Please describe fully and in complete detail any and all licenses Boston IVF or any and all of its facilities holds or is required to have in order to perform IVF procedures.
A25. All the physicians are licensed. The lab is licensed. The staff is licensed as appropriate. No license is required for Boston IVF itself.
Q26. Please describe fully and in complete detail any and all guidelines, policy and procedure Boston IVF has established regarding the delivery of IVF services, and state with particularity Boston IVF's policy with regards to record keeping, and set forth the details of any and all data collection, and state with particularity whether Boston IVF does any follow up checks with patients or their offspring beyond the routine post IVF visit, and if so state the specifics of this follow up.
A26. OBJECTION OF COUNSEL: This is beyond the scope of permissible discovery under Rules 26 and 33 of the Mass. R. Civ. P. in that it is vague, and seeks information about matters which are confidential, irrelevant and immaterial to this case.
Otherwise answering, there are no policies in force on these subjects, as this question is understood.

29th
day of
Signed under the penalties of perjury this
June, 1993.
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KEN CAMEROTA, Office Manager BOSTON IVF
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AS TO OBJECTION OF COUNSEL:
BLOOM, BBO #046520

BLOOM AND BUELL Attorney for Defendant,

 Boston IVF
1340 Soldiers Field Road, Suite Two Boston, Massachusetts  02135

(617) 254-4400
