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Abstract

This Research evaluated the experience of privatization in Sudan during the
period (2002- 2010) , through a case study of Sudan Telecommunication Company
(Sudatel). The research used the descriptive analytical method based on secondary
sources. A number of hypotheses had been identified which include : that
privatization has a positive effect on both local and foreign investment ;and on state
revenue as well; it also broadens the base of ownership; and increase in the volume of
employment. All of these hypotheses had been proven except the last one;i.e.,
privatization has led to an increase in the volume of employment. The research
contains many recommendations the most important of which include: to encourage
the development of Khartoum stock exchange market and to improve people
awareness about its importance because of it active role in broadening the base of
ownership , and hence in the success of the privatization process . Also, to continue in
the policy of reducing government ownership in sudatel company. Moreover, in order
to reduce the negative impact of privatization on the company employees, we call for
the activation of the role of privatization fund, especially in the payment of
employees after service benefits, as well as in initiating training programmes for the

laid off employees. In addition , priority in recruitment should be given for the laid

off employees of the privatized company, or to give them a designated share in the

company ownership (30% for example).
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