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35 U
S
C
 112 (2):


“The specification shall conclude w

ith one or 
m

ore claim
s particularly pointing out and 

distinctly claim
ing the subject m

atter w
hich 

the applicant regards as his invention.”


O

m
nibus claim

s are considered indefinite as 
they rely on external m

aterial. M
oreover, the 

claim
s and description are separate statutory 

requirem
ents, and claim

s m
ust be self-

contained.


M

PEP 1302.04(b); 2173.05(r)


see Ex parte Fressola, 27 U
S
PQ

2d 1608 (B
d. A

pp. &
 Inter. 1993)



U
S
A

Exeptional C
ase: Ex parte S

quires 133 U
S
PQ

 598 (1961)

A
 találm

ány úgy tökéletesítette a digitális kijelzések 
olvashatóságát, hogy azok jól felism

erhetők voltak vörös 
fényben, rossz látási viszonyoknál, pl. tengeralattjárók 
periszkópjában
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[R
aleigh-case] Lord M

orton (U
K
):


„…

..surely m
ore likely that the last claim

, referring to the 
draw

ings, is intended to be a narrow
 claim

, incorporating 
the draw

ings as part of the description, if all w
ider claim

s 
are to be held bad”


„substantially as described herein” insufficient by 
them

selves to lim
it a claim

 to the em
bodim

ent described, 
and the scope w

ill be construed to be as w
ide as the 

statem
ent of invention” 


…

 „om
nibus claim

s can be broader than the m
ain claim

 1 
providing they are independent”  
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