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Abstract

In an attempt to clarify the meaning of the field placement during the social work
internship course, a questionnaire survey was conducted amongst the interns. This paper
mainly examines the following items in regard to the meaning of the fieldwork training: 1)
acquiring the national license of “certified social worker”, 2) what they wanted to do after
the internship, 3) leeway in fashion such as hair coloring, and 4) relation with the institute
after the internship.  The survey results for the respective items are as follows. First, most
of the students expressed their hope for attaining the social worker certificate. Second, two
directions, relaxation of body and mind (“I wanted to just relax.”) and spending time with
friends (“I wanted to hang out with friends.” “I wanted to talk with friends.”), were
manifested in regard to the post-internship activities. Female students showed a
particularly high tendency to talk with their friends. Third, leeway in fashion, such as hair
coloring, is increasing in some institutions. Fourth, as for the relation with the institute
after the internship, more male students visited the institutes as a volunteer for the summer
festival and other events, whereas more female students visited the institutes to see the users,
demonstrating their emotional attachment. These results revealed that, in the education
program for the fieldwork training, gender-specific support was required for the interns
during and after the field placement. In particular, female interns needed the support that
takes account of their emotional experience and its effect.

Key words: fieldwork training in the social work course, field placement, education
program for the fieldwork training, certified social worker
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