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In current discourse on childbirth different positions present: some people refuse from childbearing, others create large families. At the same time both of these positions appeals to the category of self-realization. Self-realization is associated with the desire for constant self-development [Zabaev 2010; Zabaev et al. 2012] and could be considered as an obstacle for childbearing (the theories of the Second Demographic Transition and value shifts [Lesthaeghe 1983; Van de Kaa 1987; Inglehart 1997]).
Analyzing interviews on family topics with Russian women, we found that categories of childbirth and self-realization are also interconnected with a spatial narrative. The results obtained allow us to offer arguments for reconsidering the discussion about childbearing (people without children "against" people with many children).
The report represents the results of the analysis of 43 in-depth interviews conducted by the researches of the Research Laboratory "Sociology of Religion" in 2008-2021. Interviews were conducted with women who differ in the following characteristics: 1) the number of children (without children, with 1-2 children, 3 or more children); 2) experience of changing their place of residence (who have not changed their place of residence, moved to another city, wishing to move); 3) marital status (single, cohabitation, marriage); 4) place of residence (cities and towns of different sizes).
Four types of spatial metaphors were identified:
1. "journey" ‑ a person sees an almost unlimited horizon of life strategies and opportunities and is optimistic about going to this horizon. This vision is mainly found in interviews with women who have no children or with mothers of one or two children.
2. "logistics" ‑ occurs in narratives of mothers of three or more children. Representatives of this logic have to organize all family members due to the spatial distances between schools, clubs, sections and other spaces for extracurricular activities - places that ensure the self-realization of a large number of children.
3. "home" ‑ represents the logic of constant efforts to maintain the integrity and unity of the domestic (or family) world and the balance between departures and returns. We assume that this spatial metaphor describes a normative model of a modern family with an "average" (from 1 to 3) number of children.
4. "unproblematic space" ‑ is made up of narratives in which spatial metaphors are not significant.
The comparison of the four spatial metaphors allow us to suggest that the key difference is not between mothers of several children and childless women. "Logistics" and "journey" are fundamentally close and differ from "home". In fact, openness to space, to unlimited horizon (and the willingness to explore it by yourself or by your children), is opposed to closeness, privacy of space (attachment to domestic- and family- world). The fourth type shows the connection of spatial categories with self-realization: the logic of the last type, firstly, is not described by spatial categories, and secondly, does not imply the actualization of the value of self-realization, while in the other spatial metaphors category of self-realization is incorporated.
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