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What it means to “send a word” has changed over the course of civilization. How is it different 

to write a letter than to send a message via social media?   

The sending of a letter bears the mark of boundaries. There’s distance that can’t be ignored. 

Today, instant notifications alert whether a message is delivered, and with it certain aspects of 

the gaze of the other appear; being ‘left unseen’ may translate as rudeness and abandonment. 

Sending words is no longer limited, and the other body is impacted immediately. 

There are two forms of writing. Sending a word today is no longer addressed, to be read, to 

create meaning. Lacan states that “the written, is in no way in the same register… as the 

signifier.”1 Today it concerns writing as a pure mark, devoid of meaning.2 This form of writing, 

produces an event in the body, and inscribes a mode of jouissance.  

Lalangue is what will become language, when it passes through the Other. “But does lalangue 

serve, first and foremost, to dialogue? … nothing is less certain.”3 It serves jouissance. Is it not 

the circulation of language that operates in contemporary online writing, but the circulation of 

lalangue?  

Social bonds serve as an attempt to tell a bit of the truth about idiotic jouissance of the One. A 

story online only ‘lasts’ for 24 hours, and then disappears, only to reappear once every year 

through the platform’s memory function - bits of jouissance, telling the truth of the here-and-

now, which are being thrown in the imaginary as objects for others to enjoy. And if “truth can 

only be attained through the others”4, then what truth is the one spoken not like a language, but 

rather like a lalangue? 

“Lacan thus mentions another register in which truth is no longer relevant, except as lying: that 

of jouissance and its satisfaction. The lying truth then becomes an elucubration of knowledge 

about the real, which does not prevent effects of truth from occurring and the analyst being 

attentive to them.”5 

Sending a word is also demand of speech, and as such “calls for a response…provided it has 

an auditor”.6’ Psychoanalysis can provide space for an auditor to be present, but will speaking 

beings give up their comfortable solitude, and agree to bear with the mark of language? 
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