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) 112 o
? The specification shall contain a written description of the invention,
and of the manner and process of making and using it, in such full, clear,
concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and
use the same, and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by the in-
ventor or joint inventor of carrying out the invention.
1 A feature which is taught as critical in a specification and is not recited
in the claims should result in a rejection of such claim under the enable-
ment provision section of 35 U.S.C. 112.
"' In determining whether an unclaimed feature is critical, the entire dis-
closure must be considered. Features which are merely preferred are not
to be considered critical.
2 Limiting an applicant to the preferred materials in the absence of lim-
iting prior art would not serve the constitutional purpose of promoting
the progress in the useful arts. Therefore, an enablement rejection based
on the grounds that a disclosed critical limitation is missing from a claim
should be made only when the language of the specification makes it
clear that the limitation is critical for the invention to function as intend-
ed.
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6.3 Manner of Claiming ( ):
(a)The definition of the matter for which protection is sought shall
be in terms of the technical features of the invention.
> An independent claim should clearly specify all of the essential fea-
tures needed to define the invention------

!> Lack of clarity in the claim.
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