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7th Grade ELA

YANCEY, BIRD, AND JORDAN
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8th Grade ELA

YANCEY, LEA, AND HAGAN
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oth Grade Math

JONES, OHLMAN, AND GARRETT
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7th Grade Math

GARRETT, JIRRELS AND KELLEY
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8th Grade Math

LANDGREBE, KELLEY, AND WORTHAM
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oth Grade Science

WELLBROCK, BURKHART AND LANGE
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