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Love: A Crack in Jouissance, An Opening for a Different Desire 
 
During the upcoming CSD17, we will examine clinical cases that highlight diverse ways of functioning 
and misfunctioning. While we theoretically differentiate between love, desire, and jouissance, the 
question arises: what can orient us to make such a differentiation from the perspective of the 
clinic?  
 
In psychoanalysis, theory and practice are intertwined. I take as my main reference a quotation 
extracted from the argument of CSD17: “only love allows jouissance to condescend to desire,” (Lacan 
says this in Seminar X), which puts the three terms—love, desire, jouissance—in relation to one 
another. You thus have the three fundamental elements in the life of a speaking being. I will focus 
here on neurosis rather than psychosis, which would require a distinct discussion regarding the 
status of love, jouissance, and desire. 
 
Love: A Crack in Jouissance 
If “only love allows jouissance to condescend to desire,” what are the elements that can help us 
differentiate these concepts in the flow of an analysand’s speech? This type of love introduces 
novelty—a break from repetition and the familiar, something escapes from the regular ways of 



repetition. This newness creates discomfort because it reveals the unknown, a space where 
strategies and defenses fail. Here, the speaking being confronts its own castration, often experienced 
as the horror of losing the object of love. In this sense, love exposes the real. 
 
Jouissance: Constantly in the same place 
Jouissance is always the same. Despite all attempts to reject it, jouissance remains in the same fixed 
position, sustained by repetition. The fracture made by the love experience opens a crack in the 
state of jouissance, making possible certain types of arrangements and thereby allowing jouissance 
to serve love rather than be its main obstacle. 
 
Desire: Always misplaced Unless Embodied 
Desire is another story. It is elaborated differently in different moments of Lacan’s teachings, and it 
takes many distinct forms. Desire can be impregnated by the imaginary when it is about the desire 
for recognition. It can be alienated by the symbolic when it is addressed to the big Other in an effort 
of the subject to find a place from which he/she can relate to the world. In this register, signifiers 
orient the subject by telling him/her who and/or what they are. 
But there is a version of desire that is embodied, and which remained the dominant form of desire 
throughout Lacan’s teachings: the desire of the analyst. To clarify this idea, we can think of the 
Spinozist idea of desire, that is, a desire that functions as a cause, that is only achieved in an act, a 
desire that serves as the motor of the body. That is what I mean when I say embodied.  
 
Transference and the Analyst’s Desire 
During CSD17, focusing on this form of desire—the analyst’s desire, rendered in the maneuvers of 
transference—will help guide this exploration. Transference offers the clearest evidence of the type 
of love that allows jouissance to condescend to desire. In order for psychoanalysis to operate, we 
must keep in mind that, “it is the patient’s desire, yes, but in its meeting with the analyst’s desire.”1 
 

1 Lacan, Jacques. Seminar XI: The Four Fundamental Concepts of Psychoanalysis, New York: Norton, 1998, p. 254 


