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Abstract

Disunited Family for Girls Juvenile Delinquency
Which Stay in Care Center &Normal Girls in Jordan
(Comparative Study) ( among 12-18)

Nadia hayel alamer
Mu’tah Unversity-2008

The purpose of this study is to investigate the existing relationships
between broken family to girl juvenile delinquency & respectable
Girls in Jordan among (12-18 year) , the sample consisted of (70)

girls and (70) normal girls, statistical methods were used, Including :

arithmetic mean's frequencies, percentages . The results showed,
bad teaching for father is the main reason for girl juvenile
delinquency and bad teaching mother effect as same as father. & a
poor was significant effect for girl juvenile delinquency, also the size
family was a significant effect results for girl juvenile delinquency .
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