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companies are higher than banks;(2) explore whether the operational

performance of privatized government banks are higher than private banks.
This study concludes the research with the following major findings:
(1)there are no significant variances between financial holding companies
and banks in respect of operational performance.

(2)there are no significant variances between privatized government banks
and private banks in respect of operational performance.

Key words : Economic Value Added - EVA ~ financial holding company
» privatized government bank
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