
BOROUGHS 

in the Chester County Pleas, 

CHES 29/1–22 
© 2021 David Bethell 

 
 

Mekehone 
 

 In about 1292 (above) we have: 
 

et de duobus burgagiis quæ Rogerus Mekehone tenet; 

 

 Robert Clericus (Clerk) of Knutsford sued William de Tabley for 

detention of gage before the justiciar in eyre. His pledges were Roger 

Mekehone and William le Mercer. 

 

 11:133: 17 February 1299 
 Rob’s cl’icus de Knuttesford, quer’ de Will’o de Tabbeleg’, de pl’ito det’ vad’, coram 

Justic’ in Itin
r
e, pl’ de ps’ Rog

r
s Mekemon, & Will’ Le M

r
cer. ppl’ de respond’ Adam de 

Tabbeleg’ & Will’ de Modburleg’  Ad que’ die’ p
r
d’cs Rob’s, op. se. u

s
. eu’. Et p

r
d’cus. W. 

fuit esson’. Et h’nt diem. &c’. 

 

 In the same year William de Toft accused Hugh de Pott of Knutsford and 

William son of Ralph de Bidenley of having disseised him of a messuage and an 

acre of land in Knutsford. Pott said that he had the premises from Bidenley; 

Bidenley said that Toft had enfeoffed him of them. The jury rejected this and 

ordered the property to be restored to Toft, with 6d damages, and Pott and 

Bidenley were amerced a shilling each. Roger Mekehone and John de Massey 

stood pledges for Pott. 

 

 11:402: 22 September 1299 
 m’ie. ij.s’. 

 Assi’a venit recogn’ si Hugo de Potte. de Knottesford, & Will’ms fil’ Rad’i de 

Bydenleg’, iniuste &c’, diss’ Will’m de Toft de lib’o ten’ suo in Knotesford, postq
a
m &c’, 

vnde quer’ q’d diss’ eu’ de vno mes’ & vna acra t
r
re cu’ ptin’ in eadem villa 

 Et p
r
d’cs Hugo venit & dicit, q’d ass

a
 no’ debet inde pcedere. Dicit eni’, q’d ip’e 

ingressus est p
r
d’ca ten’ p p

r
fatu’ Will’m fil’ Rad’i, & q’d nulla’ fecit iniur’ neq’ diss’ petit 

q’d inquir’ p ass
a
m — Et p

r
d’cs Will’s fil’ Rad’i, dicit, q’d p

r
d’cs Will’s de Toft feoffauit eu’ 

de p
r
d’cis ten’ p cui

s
 donu’ & feoffam’tu’. ip’e stetit in bona & pacifica seis

a
, absq’ aliqua 

iniuria eidem Will’o de Toft inde facienda; & hoc petit q’d inquir’ p ass
a
m  Et p

r
d’cus 

Will’ms de Toft dicit, q’d ip’e fuit seis’ de p
r
d’cis ten’, quousq’ p

r
d’ci Hugo & Will’ms ip’m 

diss’ &c’. — Ideo cap’ ass
a- 

— — Jur’ dic’ sup s’crm suu’, q’d. p
r
d’cus Will’ms de Toft diss’ 

est de p
r
d’cis ten’ p p

r
fatos Hug’ +xij.d’.+ & Will’m +xij.d’.+ — Ideo ip’i in m’ia p diss

a
, Et 

p
r
d’cs Will’s recupet seis

a
m sua’ p vis’ recogn’, & dampna que taxant

r
 &c’. ppl’m +Rog

r
i+ 

Mekehone & Joh’is de Mascy 

— Dampna — vj.d’. — T. C.  

 

  


