
 

 

 
 
 
Hello Mike,                                                                                                                 5.7.2018 
 
This email is in relation to the proposed extinguishment of Footpath number 10 at Teesdale 
School, Barnard Castle. 
 
I have canvassed the opinion within Barnard Castle Ramblers and have found that a large 
body of opinion is against this closure. 
 
This is a long established footpath which was there before the school or the GSK factory. It 
is much used by members of the public from the town going to the Leisure Centre and the 
Factory to work. It is also a popular route to Stainton Village and it also links up to two other 
footpaths. 
 
Therefore on behalf of Barnard Castle Ramblers, I will oppose this footpath 
closure/diversion. 
 
Ian Martin, 

 
Footpaths Officer for Barnard Castle Ramblers.  
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Mike Ogden

From: Mike Ogden

Sent: 23 August 2018 16:54

To: '

Cc:

Subject:

Hi Ian, 

 

I only know that you, Gordon and Jo met with representatives of the School, and that a number of issues were 

discussed.  I don't know whether your views have changed since that meeting?  The only development from my 

perspective is that I have asked my Highways colleagues for their assessment of the safety of the footway alongside 

the A688, which I know has been a concern, given that if the current proposals go ahead there would be a need to 

use a section of the footway to reach the new route of FP10 (the access to The Hub).  I have asked them to assess its 

suitability and any scope for improvements. 

 

I don't think I ever responded to your objection dated 5 July 2018.  I would just wish to clarify that the proposal is 

not an extinguishment of FP 10, it is for a diversion of FP 10 to a new route using the access to The Hub.  I appreciate 

that FP 10 has been there a long time, and pre-dates much of the development in the area, but that in itself does 

not mean that it cannot be altered.  The proposed alternative will still connect to the wider footpath network, to 

Stainton and elsewhere, as well as to the new proposed bridleway along the railway line which also forms part of 

the proposal.  There seems to be some dispute about how much the existing path is used for access by workers at 

Glaxo, and in any case use to go to Glaxo or the Leisure Centre is by permission, as there is no public footpath 

connection currently through to Strathmore Road. 

 

Regards 

 

Mike 

 

Mike Ogden 

Access and Rights of Way Team Leader 

Regeneration and Local Services 

Durham County Council 

County Hall 

Durham 

DH1 5UQ 

 

Direct 03000 265331 

Switchboard 03000 260000 

www.durham.gov.uk 

 

Follow us on Twitter @durhamcouncil 

Like us at facebook.com/durhamcouncil 

Follow us on linkedin.com/company/durham-county-council 

Follow us on Instagram @durham_county_council 

 

  

 

-----Original Message----- 

From:   

Sent: 16 August 2018 10:01 

To: Mike Ogden <Mike.Ogden@durham.gov.uk> 

Cc:  
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Subject: FP10 Teesdale School 

 

Hello Mike, 

In relation to the latest regards FP10 I understand you have been in discussion with the school and i would like to 

know what is going on.  

Have any fresh ideas come up that we in BC ramblers should know about. 

 

I still wonder whether all this is justified. 

Regards Ian. 
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Mike Ogden

From: Mike Ogden

Sent: 21 September 2018 17:03

To: 'Harold Selley'

Cc: Martin Ian

Subject: RE: FP 10 Teesdale School

Attachments: DraftPlan20171207.pdf

Hi Gordon, 

 

Thanks for your email.  I have now received the report from my Highways colleagues and I have spoken again to the 

School’s representative about your suggested alternative. 

 

The report on the A688 footway concludes that there are no defects and that it is suitable for potential increased 

pedestrian usage, though that would be monitored.   On the basis of that professional opinion there would seem to 

be little justification for the alternative route you suggested, which was proposed simply as an alternative to the 

section along the A688, and didn’t fully achieve the School’s objectives. 

 

It is therefore felt that the original proposal, subject to a minor change to follow the existing tarmac path next to the 

Hub, as shown on the attached plan, should be pursued.  I would be grateful therefore if you could let me know 

whether the Ramblers are maintaining their objection. If so the matter will be considered by a meeting of the 

Highways Committee, to be held in Barnard Castle on a date to be arranged. 

 

I look forward to hearing from you. 

 

Regards 

 

Mike 

 

Mike Ogden 

Access and Rights of Way Team Leader 

Regeneration and Local Services 

Durham County Council 

County Hall 

Durham 

DH1 5UQ 

 

Direct 03000 265331 

Switchboard 03000 260000 

www.durham.gov.uk 

 

Follow us on Twitter @durhamcouncil 

Like us at facebook.com/durhamcouncil 

Follow us on linkedin.com/company/durham-county-council 

Follow us on Instagram @durham_county_council 

 

 

 

From: Harold Selley   

Sent: 13 September 2018 12:52 

To: Mike Ogden <Mike.Ogden@durham.gov.uk> 
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Cc: Martin Ian  

Subject: FP 10 Teesdale School 

 

Hi Mike 

Ian Martin is currently away so I am writing this on his and Ramblers behalf. 

I am not sure where we are on this matter but this is an attempt to get up to date. 

The last e-mail from you (as far as I am aware) dated 23 August indicated that you were seeking advice 

from your Highways colleagues about the footpath on the A688. I am not sure if you have been made aware 

that we made a suggestion to route FP10 around the boundary of the school, passing from it's route after a 

building on the right hand side, then following the boundary, broadly north-east, along by the houses and 

electrical sub-station and out to the school boundary with the Hub road and then north to join up with the 

planned route around the Hub. The path would run between the house boundaries and school sports field 

with the fencing currently proposed. 

 

I am aware of some of the problems of this route but it seems to me that it does allow the school to keep it's 

property intact and therefore it's pupils safe within it's confines. It also means that walkers don't have to take 

their chances along the A688. What it doesn't do is address the access to the leisure centre and Glaxo from 

that direction. I don't have an answer to that problem but then it wasn't a public way in any case. 

 

We await your reaction to this proposal and we are willing to have a site meeting to look at it on the ground 

if this would be helpful. 

 

With Kind Regards 

 

Gordon Selley 

Chair Barnard Castle Ramblers 
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Mike Ogden

From: Mike Ogden

Sent: 17 October 2018 15:18

To:

Cc:

Subject: RE: FP 10 Teesdale School

Hi Ian, 

 

Thanks for your email and I note that Barnard Castle Ramblers are maintaining their objection. 

 

Just to give you advance notice, we now have a date for the Highways Committee to meet and consider these 

proposals.  The meeting will be on Friday 23 November in Barnard Castle, probably late morning.  You will get formal 

notification in due course and a representative of BC Ramblers will have the opportunity to speak at the Committee 

meeting. 

 

Regards 

 

Mike 

 

-----Original Message----- 

From:   

Sent: 24 September 2018 16:59 

To: Mike Ogden <Mike.Ogden@durham.gov.uk> 

Cc:  

Subject: RE: FP 10 Teesdale School 

 

Hello,Mike and Gordon 

in reply to your email regards the footpath alongside the A688. I cannot agree with the assessment of of the safety 

of this narrow pavement. I have walked it recently and find the experience quite frightening. Most other users will 

find the same. So on behalf of Barnard Castle Ramblers the objection remains. 

 

Regards Ian. 
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