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Abstract

The aims of this paper are to design, practice, and evaluate a group of comparative strategies for
private universities in Taiwan, so that these universities may utilize the strategies to achieve their
goals. This research employs the Providence University as an example in analyzing its compara-
tiveness. Strategic matrixes applied in this case are: 1) CPM; 2) EFE; 3) IFE; 4) SWOT; 5) SPACE; 6)
GSM; 7) QSPM Matrixes. Finally, this research provides some strategies for the Providence Univer-

sity.
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FHRRFBE WA RRIPEEIR. AFFFEUGEMXFLEFE RN, WEZRTES . SRR
PR TEA: RRHSHAEME(CPM); SMEERIPAERE(EFE); WEERIEAERMEFE); B - Bl
= - FH - MPBFEME(SWOT); g e L 51T 3PP FERE (SPACE) K B A SR iE FEFE (GSM) ;s BEAb g%
FFE(QSPM). IRFEAHFFLZNERESITER, BUE R BB LZ K ESEHAT

XK ia
ERIEMRIERE, BmEHE, RREH
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1. &g

B X A X BRI R B L R SRR A SR IR BE R SRR, T P9 AR I ) 5
e 1) EPrft: B 2002 A WTO 5, Tk B EPRE KRS, AERELRR R
HMZEFE B R AZ . PR BUE R SE G 2) 5B (S RERRIG, WL EEHE BTN,
RAT 2 M R EEE; 3) WA AEHMXE R ERERK, SEEAEZTHRE TR,
KELHAL . FHAE Bk, 4) D7tk GEIBIR AR SEOCEE A RE N R
A, AR KR AR N G R A e S rhili; 5) &8tk Ly ECR N+ —HamHt
S, BT & G2 UL RRAE R[], RAMEGEXEE ZEHTINEET, 698
HOIX K R B PRI I, M 1991 4F 50 AriiiE LT+ % 2016 44 163 Fi[2]. ITAER G IX K& Bk
(2525 NAUTE 1991 00 61 J1 240, & 2016 “EH N2 130 /5, K LBk % 8 NB& it 12 R pid 1 7%
BV X K AR e 4 A 44 AL B TE 2015 4500 39.6 JJ N, B AEVE M A% 33.2 75 N, AT 3570 it 2 84.2%,
AN EERGEM R 91.1% 1 TR 24 2 81.1% [3].

& b X A N Hr 1981 421 414,069 (HAE R 22.97%0) T 41 2015 4F 213,598 (4% 9.10%0),
AR TR ARHLIX 2 — o TR PR ETr 2R T SROE T N REE IR T, T EfR 5 R T A,
2016 SRR CUik 97.1%5F HAT 6 BT RASL R A MR ANE] 50% [4] 78 G X = S5 20 i fitid TRk °F,
RO R B I 2 RS RO A R e R A, BN IIRIR g [5]. GBI EE FEMI KR
BAERIR 10 SE N SIS HLIX FRFEHE N> 60 FTAE Y. I WTO Ja D A i 4K 1E S5 155
B, WIS ESN RS, BE TS MEI (L 1) [6].

DL T Hb X B U B R 2 ek V8 RS, 0% [ 2 B 4 5 55 208 ¢ T (Times Higher Education)
it H AR 2017~2018 fEH FOR S HE 4, 68 K5 HE4 I 2016 4 167 4 k2 198 44, AZHI TS LUK A K.
RSB R TURARE R SRS, R BESFE., R ENs AR, BirEES5aiRErs
13 BiFREH AT IR [7]. 0 S TR AR TE N “ARE 2R (1 2.25%) 7 5 “R UM MBI R4 2% (15 6%)”
BV KB L2 KIE AR . B Vb X A i AT OV UG B A0 T8 ] A G £ K 2 AE B A RE X 5 AM K
FEVEWSLRE, BB M E PR . KEFPEE ISR TS RS = KINAMAE, 38 0 Z0JR 76 15
IBE . ERVE. IR TR, DU AR AE[8]. XS, KEJE 73 Pk H AT A4 2017
SRR, S — A RIE RS 233 (U NR MI(Z9% & M 1048.5 127T), &1 K= EF LAY 160 147T,
THHER ST L2 678 K541 6.55 £5[9] [10].
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Table 1. Freshmen registration rates of daytime schoolings in colleges in Taiwan 2015
= 1. 2015 FAERE KM BEFHFE MRS H[4]

AL Bl R BT

N 113 T 1= F PR (E VIR AR BE)
i i AN RS MiF AN RAL S yAA Fh3L
80%Ll 438 313 125 1462 987 475 2199 973 1226
70%~79.9% 47 39 8 279 126 153 142 11 131
50%~69.9% 182 150 32 409 170 239 184 0 184
0%~49.9% 199 157 42 250 86 164 147 0 147
KRR T 866 659 207 2400 1369 1031 2672 984 1688

AHEF LA E K FE NN, B BRI ok 2B B i 00, IBAVEAL 04T, UK JEE A
FELOR RS, WA RS 5 dr. AR ARAET: BMa TR, HESERE
PV AR AU s B8 B N R E KR, SIS X AN S S IR, DB T A
R BT S S B =0 NIREE T 02 BT 05 A ) ms R — /MRS i, E A A
GrARFEFE(CPM); SNSRI R VPAL SE R (EFE) s W 3 PN FERE(IFE) s Bl - Hles - 5% - R3AHRE
(SWOT); Akng & 7 5 17 3 PEAL FE R (SPACE) 22 S AR SR IS HiRE(GSMY) s & A4 I K1 B (QSPMY) o 38 DU RS
I3 R ARSI R, A A0 R RS S AR 3 R R TR 2 A, DA ROE AR
W& B TLER S NS, B XA U AE A U IR W DM N R R S .

2. NEENT

B e R R #2451 4 Sister Marie Gratia Luking (7132 4 ARG 6 B0 7E 1956 4E T 6175, R4 A
FE L HE T RIERL, 1963 TR R E 2 SO e, 1989 AR N E TR, 1993 A
SRR B AR T P A O R R BRSO — BT EUE T B R, SRR I A 2 K,
Hir i EA SR, EWRIE, RE RO mh . S 88K TR R FHoh
DA NBENLEZ L, 1B RONEE I ETT . BRI PE SR, i AR R @4t
FEE S SO E DS RS E IR A N . SRE R sl sk BN, 454 PDCA
SOES Sis F R AT R, BRI 4 SR SO A, RIS AERUE SR K B R R
DAR FRFE N AR I EL N 5 ) BRI, A R B 5 52 55 T 08 1 B4 LA B0 H br o AR IE SRR 75 T AR
INNX ARG ARONREE, AT BN FER Y], KRS A T2 AENR BB R. BERFEEE
G AERBEM LA o B RO SEE AR GUEHE 5 22 BE . 22 R(AT) L AMMSLOF AT, 2 MELEE, 7 M
TAERREYE, 2 MR B AL 9 MEARBE TG o ATEURATHE 6 48y 6 %=L 1AEL 1,
2016 “E2EE ANHOE 15 2 T4 A [11].

3. HLRETRY
3.1. SMEREEFEITAE (EFE)ZERE

AR IR 2 PEAL (External Factor Evaluation; EFE)HFE Tl 52 0 G B 1 B 22 AN = BT BUA . &05F .
fhas 0ty AOGeit, shER, REE. IR KRGS B [12]. Mo S EE R AN 2 e g A n LA
T, RICZA T G AR T ) e P R 2 WL S B . TENLS 850 9 H ATBURRAMER T, %K
B A B T8 vt R AR S L o CE BT 2 H BT B RAMERR S T, 12 B G AR T3k st &)
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FUbR (PR BEBHLAT o ASHIE FUA0 S R0 A 58 G T L 2 55 B () S B TRT3R, 20Ks 2% T DR 3 A D 3 5 ks
0 0 2 R . i ELR S AN ES R R PEAS (EFE) R FE INALE 73 2.0 (W55 2), ZFonAI AL & 5 T
B R 55 AT 1 207K, ARGRAKL A T BN L AL IR 2 15 U 22 W J32 3 ] F 00 54 o

3.2. BHRSHIERE(CPV)

LRI MR 2R i USSR AR R T 38 5 3, PR WE KA [13] 5 AR K A (14N 24 4T 5,
PR IEATR, A% 2015 4EFR EK A 5 58 AR 22 Bt R P B RR BGR (L 3) [2]. BLU Rt = Fredieds
SERSE M RZRAE TP R I, 2B & 50 S KR IR R AL 5 158 A8 B M e 4 [15].

3.3. WEPAFEIEHFERE (Internal Factor Evaluation; IFE)

PN B A 2% PEAd (Internal Factor Evaluation; IFE)H B 3 Z4R TR A & PTG (1 56 i 35 15 HoA 5 BHs
(1995 35 2 BR 1, LA R el B2 LA A5 V1Al 2 o DU FH T T S 8338 1) 2 56 R [12] o i B K 22 2 AL BCH) 2.475,
FORBAR A BT & T K (W3 5).

34. Blh - 2 - 5% - KB (TOWS)ZER
TOWS Hf e — U E L& TR, HR ] EFE REFE ML 5 UE SRR, BRI IFE 2E6E

FIL A 5 HAVENRZ, T HRKRE T A TR R R A . 1) SO (L% - HLE) kg ; 2) WO (34 - Hl2)
MR, 3) ST (B3 - @), 4) WT (5% - B (W4 6. £ 7) [12].

3.5. HEEEN S1TRIIT 4 ZERE(SPACE)
1%l S A 54T B YRS B B (Strategic Position and Action Evaluation; SPACE) & AN WIS K &K 5

Table 2. External factors evaluation matrix (EFE)

= 2. HMERE I RE RS (EFE)

[EEEPN

SR (¥ 1 R 3
RO AL

VRS
1. NOg5tia m ittt e 0.1 1 0.1
2. BT D) T R 01 3 0.3
3. SMEAA TR 01 3 0.3
4. BEHIXHE EEIITRE 01 4 0.4
5. BEHIXHE EE TS RR RGO 01 3 0.3
6. BRI L H 1§ 0.1 1 0.1
1B
1. A RFEERAL R PRGNSR EEL 1 2 0.1 1 0.1
2. BEH X BUMF ML ZE IR (B LR AN LA 2 2 80%, FAAL K2 10%%) 0.1 1 0.1
3. AR FEAAMEAE TG E, R A AR 01 1 0.1
4. by 0.1 2 0.2
s 1 2

e PPy 4= WARLRAF; 3= WARAE K2 By 2= MR, 1= WM.
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Table 3. The lowest acceptance rates of each department in Providence University and its competitors in 2015
7 3.2015 FHEARFESRFEREERAMRINREE

PN REH LS RKilRY KRR Bl S5EL b EPNES REER ft 5 B 3E

A 94.48% 63.64 = 78.13% 20% A 67.27% 100%
HERE 98.11% 42.86 AR 94% 40% ERRMET 30.91% NA
A2 BE 93.10% 14.29% TP 93.33% 33.33% N R 56% 80%
B-E4 91.38% 12.60% HHE R 95% 47.50% B 2B 64% 46.67%
HME B 96.64% 33.30% BB 94.12% 16.67% NI B 58% 35%
bR 96.67% NA

T NA: ZZ2 B AR 1 3

Table 4. Competitive profile matrix (CPM)
4. BHESBIEE(CPM)

FHE R 2 s B E R T T8 K 2 PRGN
2015 “F2AMIER 0.1 3 0.3 1 0.1 4 0.4
2015 FFRR 5 TP 0.1 4 0.4 2 0.2 3 0.3

2015 4FH A4l 3 2 0.25 3 0.75 2 0.5 4 1
2014 F2AEGR 0.05 4 0.2 1 0.05 3 0.15
2015 FEH s TR 0.05 4 0.2 1 0.05 4 0.2

2015 FERH AN A 0.05 3 0.15 1 0.05 4 0.2
2015 4FAMEE R 0.05 4 0.2 1 0.05 3 0.15
2015 FHEHEH BRI 0.05 3 0.15 2 0.1 4 0.2
2015 FEEHAEWRA 0.05 3 0.15 2 0.1 4 0.2
2015 FU S A4l 0.25 3 0.75 1 0.25 4 1
st 1 3.25 1.45 3.8
VE: VPR 4= REMOMRS: 3= KBRS 2= KEMHH: 1= RENFH.
Table 5. Internal Factor Evaluation (IFE)
= 5. NEERIFEEER(IFE)
. N - [IEPNES
KU Bt o LS #
A
1. AN 0.2 4 0.8
PNEE RS 0.2 3 0.6
3. WL Bk 0.05 3 0.15
4. Atk 0.05 3 0.15
5. WHFicE 0.05 3 0.15
6. AT 0.1 3 0.3
1. FAEERREBE 0.1 2 0.2
2. WIThe SR RS E 0.1 2 0.2
3. AR E 0.05 2 0.1
4, BVEHIXRHE E R R R 0.05 2 0.1
5. BHEAEHE 0.05 2 0.1
Bt 1 2.85

e PPoMbRME: 4= EBRSB; 3= REMMHB; 2= REMEH: 1= ETEMHH.
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Table 6. SWOT Matrix
%< 6. SWOT 4EpE

Bl£2(0) BT
1. 2000 SF#E M G EH X A 7= B4R 415,867 H /16, F 2009 4N 1
MK 619,336 T /G, MUKE 4.57%
2. BEHIXESHE N TK, ik “YR” FRE: 15 BULEADRE 2 2010 FEA T A2 BH L% 2 NERE] 10%,
TROAEE 2.09% {HAL I LT 30%

A2 SR B2 80%, ST
3. AR, AR G D o R AV D 80%, A%
4, FANIBFIRBZER, BEMIXIEHA AL KT
100%3f7 3K, FASL KA 20%

v AMRFERILCR PR R ) 1:2

4. BIEHIX N OE5HIE R w2, Lol g & & By 22 2] 7 SR8

5. BISCF sk S,‘ﬁfm HiZE 2 1981 41 22.97%o T FE ] 2015 4
() ##(W)

1. 2015 AR HLBk I 1. =R R R

2, MBEERACT A GBI Ty 2. LRI

3. WEFEE TG T 3. BHEEE I HME br e PR A D

4o RO T4 £ I X P H gffﬂ&a‘z%%ﬂﬂ%ﬁbb@Bﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂﬁ&?zﬁ

5. WA LA T 26X T

Table 7. SO-WO-ST-WT Strategies
= 7. SO-WO-ST-WT ;88

SO fif g ST ik
L 38 o RO oD S TR B I BCE R R), PR | i o o e s e
A R SO 1 e IR R )
1 S22 FEL == —“‘\ N - separant 12| Rarel ‘{,2“(:
o AN R N L T, KT Al 2. BB R AR TR0 A B S5 R S e v R U

B PR, BT H A4 T A

3. BTBUBIE % ORI Y, BRI IRTIRE | o b o

AACSB AiFZR

aﬁ@;ﬂ%%ﬁz%ﬁﬂ@f&ﬂ%@ﬁ;ﬁ%, RSN FE ERRRS R R BB R R T T K

5. IR F LI 55 2 IRIE

WO /i WT /i

1. MMEABISIMERE I 2 B AR A ME R ST 1. PO, RIHRAZMRRE L. K IUIRANZR
2 S T NI B 2. PRI ILR & %5t AR YU ES T4, e F

LG A et
3. BB G BBURT % AL R, SR A A

AR PR R AL, DA PSR O A SR AR R e A 2 EEEL R UE R R . SPACE HERERE MY
FIREZN, USROG . R B EGE Sk [12] (L4 8). /- H45 R4 th SPACE #EF%
ZWE NI 9 KI& 2 FroR, AKERISEAT 2 s N B LG o IS AR AT R ROk RS T
WiBdE . W R 72 i IT R 2 A S (LA 1)

3.6. BREEERFERE(GSM)

RIS FERE(Grand Strategy Matrix) A& G AE 58 S0 5 T3 B AR T F o SRR S R T
JR DA SRR, T LR BEAE A R AT — AR IR, Wi 2 Bos[12], HAsAR) b, fR4E CPM
SEP A A ER SPACE JH PR AIA R B A wATEH AL, BAmEHE T IHER Y, B CRK T
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Table 8. Strategic position and action evaluation matrix (SPACE)

< 8. WBE BN S1TEhITE RERE (SPACE)

PR B e L SR b e L
It 4% 58 B (Financial Strength; FS) g F iR (Environmental Stability; ES) g
RPN E 6 1. JFIAFAE 2000 44 B4 ok & it -2
, . 2. WEUERBR P MRS TIGRE T HFEE
S HOERNL G SO 10% 3 SR e 1
BEAERATE 4 3. WILRZEGRSLR R P R 1:2 —4
. = o1 4. BN ZE R (E SR AN 2 2 2 80%, FASLK
A AR IS AR I 3 2241 20%). 1
H RIS R E 4 5. G ADHAERIRE R —4
/N 20 /N -12
FHME 4 FHME 2.4
F 40P (Competitive Advantage; CA) 4 FeAb3REE (Industry Strength; 1S) l
4 f; i i
1. PR T A -1 FIE BT B R A TR 4
2. WP B SRS 6 KN T FHFN T -3 HME K & Bk 3
| H o AT E DX B3R A 3
iﬁ/jﬁiﬁg%ﬁ%{@éumﬁﬁ S5\ AR HEEE, FFOIRAER 3 Febhk £ 1R 2
;;gﬁ#ﬁAES%I%ﬁﬁﬁ%IWﬂﬁﬁwl% . 9
: o ny i 2z S 24 3007 20 e e i
%é%f@‘%}ﬁ%) + (R k) T7 R BN A Rl 2 A 4k 45 5 BB 5 3
/N -12 /NiF 14
FHE -24  CPHE 28

XA RAALFR: X . —2.4+28=04; Yih: 4+(-24)=16
XIEAESE — RN, F A R BB SR 2 s

Yo e BRI ARE T HIURIR .
4. EBRIESE

B4 R W8 #0145 [ (Quantitative Strategic Planning Matrix; QSPM)R&ZE & & FLt & itk g b AL b e
1530 B B LS R Ah, I 0] FH R W S S AR T AT R, $RH AR . W b, Bk R
LRI R 5 T 2 ARG I 5 g (R R, R T P A A DB DR R b R B AR . FE— ]
AT 77 2 P R Tl A 2 AR R 5] B RREE 2 El Al P AT DB TR 3R 2 s ) SR AT Al A B TR A
BT DA V1 22 AL RS, (EMEAT () 4L FF) RS A RS T LB [12] o 1S5 i B K 1 2 AR 2 T 35 45 A T I s
HEAT 5 Ak i TRV B 43 BT 4 SR (2 9) [16], DAER B4R e 2 i P AT G o 48 S RS R0 R 6 e
(QSPM) 43T, AKE AR 2 K FH 7= it T 4% 115 (6.55) ,  FLUCRA R £ A AR % (4.7), FIHUCRAERMI <% M
RS (4.3) 0 MR AT AR TT AT 5 tHAREE THRI, DU BB AA H AR

5. &ig

BT X (R S BRI VA AR FOR AR AR [17], 0E N E SRR, FO AR R 2 AR BUMANERAR
PR S AR R 7ML, 22 A BRI A RE R A RN P B A R B HE R A
R#, RATEEEA, ToERDIRE RAORTHR T, DA SR BRI . Ber PR R E T
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Table 9. Quantitative strategic planning matrix (QSPM)
< 9. EHBEMXIFERE(QSPM)

PRIt MRZ AN AEHERZ M

AS TAS AS TAS AS TAS

Hlez

1. NBEERE ) it 01 4 04 4 0.4 3 03
2. WEFCHT I R4 01 4 04 3 0.3 2 0.2
3. HMBAA TR 01 3 03 3 0.3 3 0.3
4. BEMXHEEH EEHITITE 01 3 03 2 0.2 2 0.2
5. A HEE LEH TSR HR R Rt 01 4 04 3 0.3 2 0.2
6. WA RIEM L L F Bl 01 2 02 2 0.2 1 0.1
JB

1y FASLRZHRETN AR 2 15 01 3 03 2 0.2 2 0.2
2. BUNANI AL KH 4 22 80%, FASL K2 10% 01 3 03 2 0.2 1 0.1
3. PAMAMEAE T E, R A 01 3 03 2 0.2 3 0.3
4. brk 01 3 03 3 03 3 0.3
1. BEANH 02 3 06 2 0.4 2 0.4
2, fF=E 02 4 08 2 0.4 2 0.4
3. WAL L 005 3 015 3 0.15 2 0.1
4, LN 005 3 015 2 0.1 2 0.1
5. W 005 3 015 2 0.1 2 0.1
6. RS 01 3 03 2 0.2 2 0.2
HH

1. SHERPRAEE 01 3 03 2 0.2 2 0.2
2. WTRESOR R EE 01 4 04 2 0.2 2 0.2
3. PEEAENE 005 4 02 3 0.15 3 0.15
4. BV X R T AR 005 3 015 2 0.1 2 0.1
5. @HALEHE 005 3 015 2 0.1 3 0.15
puv 2 6.55 47 43

W AS= W T %G TAS = B R (RS 08 1= ARSI 2= MHEWEI ) 3= ARSI 4= AERARS).
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Figure 1. Providence University SPACE matrix
[ 1. $#HKX¥ SPACE JEF%E

o I
BOETE) R
e A l o i
I\Y
I

{95877}
Figure 2. Providence University overall strategy GSM matrix

E 2. BEXF DAL GSM FEFEE

O L RFEBETH[18] 0 AT JLA T AT ARTHITBEKT: 28—, HEAT S R TH 07 I 2 il T 58 26—,
BEHEBALRMRTaFRoRCHN: B=, BAERXEZHIN. fEREERITI, TA1Z G088
R BRI, Wz d PARETR], SRR, B RN RIE TR B, #eds
R B BRI, WATMERIEEE, 28 AGEIUT AN 24, BAIEEE P K
AIER 2 ST (KA o

FECR AR EAR, KSR Ml T A B0 B 22 F AL B o 77 i T R UM A FR Ak AR B0l Lk 2R 2R 11
PR, BN LU BAR, ARSI, RERERA S, SRR IAT AR R S
B, REEIBGRT RIS . FRERRASE. B R ERR. AR CERRRIERN, SN
INSACSR LGB . N EREUTECATEY, AR BOT PSR, SiBeE. B, iR, et
i, B2 AR, PARETFER S ARG ELLE, bR gz S8 72, B
P2 . AHE T T RIR A, AL — SRS AW T, RAES T AR RIS R ST K2
IMELLEEES, I HRIRT G RLBRE GBI LN R L B 2 a2 k. SBaE 56
X DS AR ET E S H e EAFE, EREER T REARES IR MEEX USSR G 3
SLEERE, REAT AR A 2K, SO BUR SR U E AT 2 AT BB IX AN ER M, DUEIR 2 T
FATH A B SMEIA B I B2 5 B -
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