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Abstract: The academic dignity of archival science is not alone, it also include the professional digni-
ty of archivisal. Archive science should give full play to their practice quality. In the fact of connection
between theory and practice, the development of archival science, and the practice of archive should be
make a difference. If the professional dignity of archivists is deficiency, the academic dignity of archive
will be die out. Then the academic dignity of archival science must be the cloud castle.
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Abstract: The standardization of electronic medical records is important clinical information resource
which is essential to modern medical institutions and people’s health record. According to the electronic
health record (KHR) standard of United States, this article analyses the development, present situation and
contents of EHR standard between in China and in USA. It will find out existing problems and solutions
to make our development of EHR healthier and more canonical.
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