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Abstract

This study aimed to identify the factors that affect the size of the lease,
depending on the variables age of the company, the size of the company,
and the multiplicity of actors hired for the company, Based on the approach
inductive. the study population consisted of all construction and contracting
companies registered Jordanian Contractors Association. The number of
these construction companies (206) construction companies from different
disciplines, the data has been adopted (54) companies from different
disciplines.

The researcher also make a comparison between the standard leases by
17 TAS and leasing law in Jordan No. 16 for the year 2002 shows that the
contract start date of the lease agreement or commitment of the parties to
the main provisions of the lease agreement, whichever comes first. The
results of the study showed the following:

1- The existence of a positive relationship between the factors affecting
the size of the lease for the construction companies Jordanian
depending on company size (Small, medium and large-sized).

2- The existence of a positive relationship between the factors affecting
the size of the lease for construction companies variable depending
on the age of the company (less than 5 years, 5-10 years, 10 years
and over).

3- The existence of a positive relationship between the factors affecting

the size of the lease for construction companies depending on the



number of actors leased to the company (less than 20 hand, 20-40,
and more than 40 destinations),
In light of the findings the researcher presented a number of
recommendations including:

1- Amendment of the Leasing Act No. 16 of 2002 in Jordan, so that it
refers to the factors affecting the relationship to the success of
leasing as one of the most important types of financing.

2- Work to amend the laws, regulations and accounting rules and
financial force relating to actively leasing to become more flexible
to meet the demands of change and renewal possible in line with the
principles and rules of international accounting to be guided by the

laws of the govering for Leasing in other countries.
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