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In recent years, there have been relatively few studies of particles in Latin. This is surprising for at least
three reasons. First of all, our understanding of the pragmatics of Latin has benefited directly from the study
of particles in Latin (e.g. Kroon 1995). Second, there are still major gaps in our description of particles,
especially for Late Latin. Third and finally, approaches from recent studies of the evolution of other
pragmatic markers could be applied to Latin particles as well, in particular historical pragmatic studies of
epistemic  discourse particles such as videlicet (Schrickx 2011), fossilized imperatives such
as em (Unceta Gémez 2017), or politeness expressions such as amabo and quaeso (Fedriani 2017; Ghezzi
and Molinelli 2014). Therefore, we would like to provide new impetus to research on the historical
pragmatics of particles in Latin. We invite contributions to investigate one (or more) of the research
guestions formulated below:

Which particles are still in need of description, in particular for later Latin (cf. the bibliography

curated by Schrickx)?

e Which criteria can be used to distinguish particles from related parts of speech and/or concepts
(e.g. discourse markers, interjections), both synchronically and diachronically?

e Are there differences in the use of Latin particles in different periods or are these the result of
differences in genre and/or register?

e What are the evolutionary processes behind the development of ‘particles’ in Latin (e.g.

grammaticalization, subjectification, intersubjectification)?

Firstly, we welcome papers that fill a gap in the description of later Latin particle use. The second question
asks which specific criteria can be used to differentiate Latin ‘particles’ from other expressions both
formally and functionally, either within the same period or across different periods (cf. Risselada 1998
on sane)? What can co-occurrence patterns of particles with specific speech acts tell us, such as
directives (Risselada 1994) and wishes (la Roi 2022)? The third question addresses the complex question
whether there are any substantial differences in the use of particles between different periods. Which factors
such as genre, text type, register and idiolect correlate with distributional differences across authors in terms
of particles (cf. Schrickx 2011, 41)? The fourth and final question invites us to reconsider the different
processes that may have played a role in the diachronic development of Latin particles. Which different
processes are responsible for the development of Latin particles and how do they intersect, such as a
combination of grammaticalization and intersubjectification in the category change from imperative to
intersubjective particle (cf. la Roi 2022b)?
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