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Abstract

The objective of this study is to identify the effect of privatization as

a liberalization policy on the financial performance of the privatized Sudanese
projects, through studying the case of Rabak Cement Factory in White Nile State.
For achieving the objectives of the study, the study used a questionnaire designed
according to Likert method measurement to the size of the study sample. The results
of the study show that, dissimilarity of the methods that may apply to the all projects
because of the differences in the internal and external circumstances. However, the
study recommended that it is necessarily concentration the privatization process to
the projects which are facing weaknesses in financial performance and postponement

privatizing the projects with efficient financial performance
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