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ABSTRACT

Purpose: Propose model to diagnose and assess National Defense Industry and quality management by inves—
tigating and analyzing established standard model.

Methods: Research on established internal model including MB, EQA and JQA model and make standard index
for quality index extraction and quantitative index to test objectively for internal state.

Results: Extract advantage and disadvantage by performance of National Defense Industry level diagnose
and build foundation for quality management policy and road map.

Conclusion: Due to result of diagnostic assesment of quality management of national defense industry, depend-
ability, SCQM and safety part shows vulnerability and require improvement and support.
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Figure 2. European Quality Award Model Framework
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