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Protocol on mini-project “One and twenty” vs. “twenty and one” vs. “twenty-one” in 
Early English Books Online. 

1 We defined the time span of our search. We decided on the 1473 till the 1700.  
2 We divided this period into 5 stages: 1473-1500, 1501-1550, 1551-1600, 1601-1650, and 

1651-1700. 
3 We accessed the EEBO database online. We limited our search to “items with keyed full 

text”. It includes 25,277 records.  

 

4 We included variant spelling and variant forms in our searching criteria.  



 

5 We searched for each separate item for the whole time span. 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 



5.1 We searched for ‘twenty-one’, concerning variant spelling and variant forms, for the 
period 1473-1700. 1687 results in 862 records were found.  
 

 

 

5.2 We searched for ‘twenty and one’, concerning variant spelling and variant forms, for 
the period 1473-1700. 196 results in 145 records were found.  

5.3 We searched for ‘one and twenty’, concerning variant spelling and variant forms, for 
the period 1473-1700. 4625 results in 1732 records were found.  

6 We depicted the collected data in percentage. 
Results. 100% is a total number of the use of the figure “21” (in all the possible variants) 
in the Early Modern English texts between 1473 and 1700. The most frequently used form 
was ‘one and twenty’, appearing in 71% of the proceeded records. The form ‘twenty-one’ 
can be met in 26% of the Early Modern English texts. The rarest was ‘twenty and one’, 
showing up only in 3% of the records. We represented this figures in a diagram form.  



 
 

7 We started searching for each separate item for each period of time.  
8 We searched for ‘twenty-one’. 

 

8.1 We searched for ‘twenty-one’, concerning variant spelling and variant forms, for the 
period 1473-1500. No results were found. 

8.2 We searched for ‘twenty-one’, concerning variant spelling and variant forms, for the 
period 1501-1550. No results were found. 

twenty-one 
26% 

twenty and 
one 
3% 

one and 
twenty 

71% 



8.3 We searched for ‘twenty-one’, concerning variant spelling and variant forms, for the 
period 1551-1600. 64 results in 38 records were found. 

8.4 We searched for ‘twenty-one’, concerning variant spelling and variant forms, for the 
period 1601-1650. 436 results in 213 records were found. 

8.5 We searched for ‘twenty-one’, concerning variant spelling and variant forms, for the 
period 1651-1700. 1187 results in 611 sources were found. 

9 We searched for ‘twenty and one’. 
9.1 We searched for ‘twenty and one’, concerning variant spelling and variant forms, for 

the period 1473-1500. No results found. 
9.2 We searched for ‘twenty and one’, concerning variant spelling and variant forms, for 

the period 1501-1550. 4 results in 3 records were found. 
9.3 We searched for ‘twenty and one’, concerning variant spelling and variant forms, for 

the period 1551-1600. 44 results in 26 records. 
9.4 We searched for ‘twenty and one’, concerning variant spelling and variant forms, for 

the period 1601-1650. 52 results in 47 records were found. 
9.5 We searched for ‘twenty and one’, concerning variant spelling and variant forms, for 

the period 1651-1700. 96 results in 69 records were found. 
10 We searched for ‘one and twenty’. 

10.1 We searched for ‘one and twenty’, concerning variant spelling and variant forms, for 
the period 1473-1500. 10 results in 4 records were found. 

10.2 We searched for ‘one and twenty’, concerning variant spelling and variant forms, for 
the period 1501-1550. 27 results in 15 records were found. 

10.3 We searched for ‘one and twenty’, concerning variant spelling and variant forms, for 
the period 1551-1600. 536 results in 170 records. 

10.4 We searched for ‘one and twenty’, concerning variant spelling and variant forms, for 
the period 1601-1650. 1653 results in 523 records were found. 

10.5 We searched for ‘one and twenty’, concerning variant spelling and variant forms, for 
the period 1651-1700. 2401 results in 1022 records were found. 

11  We depicted the collected data in percentage: 
We counted the relation of different variants of the figure “21” for each period of time. 
To enable this we counted how many times the notion “21” appeared in all the texts in 
any variation in each period.  

  

We compared the percentages of the rivaling expressions in each time period.  

 twenty-one one and twenty twenty and one 
1473-1500 0% 100% 0% 
1501-1550 0% 87% 13% 
1551-1600 10% 83% 7% 
1601-1650 24% 74% 2% 

 1473-1500 1501-1550 1551-1600 1601-1650 1651-1700 

twenty-one 0 0 64 536 1,187 

twenty and one 0 4 44 52 96 

one and twenty 10 27 536 1653 2401 

Total 10 31 644 2241 3684 



1651-1700 32.5% 65% 2.5% 
 

Results. Although, according to Nielsen (Nielsen: 2007), the modern form of numerals in the 
English language appeared in the 15th century, it was not widely used in written language until 
the second half of the 16th century. The form ‘one and twenty’ was widely applied in the early 
modern English period, remaining the most frequently used one in comparison to ‘twenty and 
one’ and ‘one and twenty’. ‘Twenty and one’ can be seen as a transition form from ‘one and 
twenty’ to ‘twenty-one’, because it started to appear in Early Modern English books after 
1500, whereas ‘twenty-one’ emerged after 1550.  

 

12 We got more interested in our research and decided to investigate further. We searched for 
the old and new forms of “21” to appear in the same records together.  
12.1 We searched for ‘twenty-one’, ‘one and twenty’ and ‘twenty and one’, concerning 

variant spelling and variant forms, for the whole period (1473-1700). 979 results in 43 
records were found. 

12.2 We searched for ‘twenty-one’ and ‘one and twenty’, concerning variant spelling and 
variant forms, for the whole period (1473-1700). 2969 results in 316 records were 
found.  

 

 



 

 

12.3 We searched for ‘twenty-one’ and ‘twenty and one’, concerning variant spelling and 
variant forms, for the whole period (1473-1700). 273 results in 51 records were found.  

12.4 We searched for ‘one and twenty’ and ‘twenty and one’, concerning variant spelling 
and variant forms, for the whole period (1473-1700). 1072 results in 93 records were 
found. 

13 We did the same for each separate period of time.  
13.1 We did not search for ‘twenty-one’, ‘one and twenty’ and ‘twenty and one’ to appear 

in the same records together for the period 1473-1500, as far as “twenty-one” and 
“twenty and one” did not appear in the records of that period at all.   

13.2 We did not search for ‘twenty-one’, ‘one and twenty’ and ‘twenty and one’ to appear 
in the same records together for the period 1500-1550, as far as “twenty-one” did not 
appear in the records of that period at all. 

13.3 We searched for ‘twenty-one’, ‘one and twenty’ and ‘twenty and one’, concerning 
variant spelling and variant forms, for the period 1551-1600. 239 results in 8 records 
were found.  

13.4 We searched for ‘twenty-one’, ‘one and twenty’ and ‘twenty and one’, concerning 
variant spelling and variant forms, for the period 1601-1650. 441 results in 16 records 
were found.  

13.5 We searched for ‘twenty-one’, ‘one and twenty’ and ‘twenty and one’, concerning 
variant spelling and variant forms, for the period 1651-1700. 299 results in 19 records 
were found. 

13.6 We did not search for ‘twenty-one’ and ‘twenty and one’ to appear in the same 
records together for the period 1473-1500, as far as they did not appear in the records 
of that period at all.  



13.7 We did not search for ‘twenty-one’ and ‘twenty and one’ to appear in the same 
records together for the period 1501-1550, as far as “twenty-one” did not appear in the 
records of that period at all.  

13.8 We searched for ‘twenty-one’ and ‘twenty and one’, concerning variant spelling and 
variant forms, for the period 1551-1600. 38 results in 8 records were found.  

13.9 We searched for ‘twenty-one’ and ‘twenty and one’, concerning variant spelling and 
variant forms, for the period 1601-1650. 103 results in 19 records were found. 

13.10 We searched for ‘twenty-one’ and ‘twenty and one’, concerning variant spelling 
and variant forms, for the period 1651-1700. 132 results in 24 records. 

13.11 We did not search for ‘twenty-one’ and ‘one and twenty’ to appear in the same 
records together for the period 1473-1500, as far as ‘twenty-one’ did not appear in the 
records of that period at all.  

13.12 We did not search for ‘twenty-one’ and ‘one and twenty’ to appear in the same 
records together for the period 1501-1550, as far as “twenty-one” ” did not appear in 
the records of that period at all.  

13.13 We searched for ‘twenty-one’ and ‘one and twenty’, concerning variant spelling 
and variant forms, for the period 1551-1600. 268 results in 19 records.  

13.14 We searched for ‘twenty-one’ and ‘one and twenty’, concerning variant spelling 
and variant forms, for the period 1601-1650. 1112 results in 87 records. 

13.15 We searched for ‘twenty-one’ and ‘one and twenty’, concerning variant spelling 
and variant forms, for the period 1651-1700. 1589 results in 210 records.  

13.16 We did not search for ‘twenty and one’ and ‘one and twenty’ to appear in the same 
records together for the period 1473-1500, as far as “twenty and one” did not appear in 
the records of that period at all. 

13.17 We searched for ‘twenty and one’ and ‘one and twenty’ concerning variant 
spelling and variant forms, for the period 1501-1550. No results found.  

13.18 We searched for ‘twenty and one’ and ‘one and twenty’ concerning variant 
spelling and variant forms, for the period 1551-1600. 250 results in 15 records were 
found.  

13.19 We searched for ‘twenty and one’ and ‘one and twenty’ concerning variant 
spelling and variant forms, for the period 1601-1650. 452 results in 30 records were 
found. 

13.20 We searched for ‘twenty and one’ and ‘one and twenty’ concerning variant 
spelling and variant forms, for the period 1651-1700. 370 results in 48 records were 
found. 

Results. The last investigation has shown that after its appearance the new form of the 
numeral 21 was widely used with the old ones in the same texts. Thus, the ‘twenty-one’ did 
not manage to substitute the OE ‘one and twenty’ until the end of the 17th century. According 
to Nielsen (Nielsen: 2007) this process continued till the 19th century. The results also show 
that there was no standard for numerals at that time, the language was changing and 
developing. That is why the Early Middle English period is often called “the time of sweeping 
changes” (Rastorgueva: 2003).   
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