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The National Council of Juvenile and Family Court Judges® (NCJFCJ) headquartered on the University 
of Nevada campus in Reno since 1969, provides cutting-edge training, wide-ranging technical 
assistance, and research to help the nation's courts, judges, and staff in their important work. Since 
its founding in 1937 by a group of judges dedicated to improving the effectiveness of the nation's 
juvenile courts, the NCJFCJ has pursued a mission to improve courts and systems practice and raise 
awareness of the core issues that touch the lives of many of our nation's children and families.   
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