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A B S T R AC T This article advances a longstanding dialogue on the relationship be-

tween academic scholarship and public life. Focusing on contributions from social

work, we articulate a framework for conceptualizing public impact scholarship as

characterized by intentional efforts to create social change through the translation

and dissemination of research to nonacademic audiences. We offer examples of so-

cial work scholarship that meet this definition, and we distinguish public impact

scholarship from related approaches such as community-engaged scholarship.

We also describe the importance of public impact scholarship for social work

and explore several tensions associatedwith this type of scholarship, including time

and technical constraints, risks and rewards, measurement challenges, and institu-

tional barriers. This article introduces a special section that further addresses the

relationship between public impact scholarship and other forms of engaged schol-

arship, provides illuminating examples of public impact scholarship by social

workers, and suggests roles for social work leaders in supporting and promoting

this work.
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T
he historic role of the scholar is arguably to solve social problems (Boyer,

1990). Yet, over the past three decades, scholars have written extensively

about the inability of academic research to affect policy and practice deci-

sions and to influence public life (e.g., H. Campbell, 2012; Graham et al., 2006).

Approximately 30,000 academic journals publish an estimated 2 million articles

each year ( Johnson, Watkinson, & Mabe, 2018). At the same time, scholars assert

that most articles are read by only a handful of people (e.g., Eveleth, 2014; Jago,
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2018), and it can take 17 years to get empirically supported treatments disseminated

widely (Morris, Wooding, & Grant, 2011). Critics attribute the low impact of aca-

demic research to a number of factors, including the barriers scholars face in trans-

lating their work for the general public (see, e.g., Cassuto, 2018; Gamoran, 2018;

June, 2018).

This article introduces a special section of the Journal of the Society for Social Work

and Research comprising conceptual and empirical articles from social work scholars

attending to the challenge of effecting social change, with a focus on the public dis-

semination of social work research. In this opening article, we provide a brief his-

tory of prior efforts to understand and critique the impact of academic scholarship

on the public, focusing on contributions from social work. We then articulate a

framework for conceptualizing public impact scholarship, which we distinguish from

related approaches such as community-engaged scholarship. Finally, we describe

the importance of public impact scholarship for social work and explore several

tensions associated with this type of scholarship. We are not the first to undertake

this exploration in recent years. Our intention is to draw upon prior work to ad-

vance scholarly discourse about the role of public impact scholarship in social work

and invite new contributions that improve upon, or expand, the ideas presented

here.

Background

In 1990, a landmark Carnegie Foundation report on the role of the professoriate ob-

served that “the work of the professor becomes consequential only as it is under-

stood by others” (Boyer, 1990, p. 23). Boyer proposed four interconnected tasks

of the scholar: discovery, integration, teaching, and application. In particular, he

called on scholars to apply knowledge to solve social problems. Over the past three

decades, a growing body of literature has addressed the relationship between re-

searchers and public life, covering definitional issues, the role of public-facingwork

in the academy,mechanisms for application, and the barriers to fulfilling this schol-

arly responsibility (Beaulieu, Breton, & Brousselle, 2018; Sandmann, 2008).

Social work is one of themost applied fields of scholarship (Demb&Wade, 2012)

and is particularly well positioned to contribute to these conversations. However,

social work scholars have been underrepresented in the literature on the pursuit

of public impact (Beaulieu et al., 2018). Nonetheless, the social work academy

has engaged in a parallel process of self-inquiry. Shortly following Boyer’s (1990) re-

port setting aspirations for a public professoriate, the Task Force on SocialWork Re-

search (1991), funded by the National Institute of Mental Health, released a report

that was critical of the quality and quantity of social work research and called for

meaningful dissemination of research to social work practitioners.

Nearly three decades later, the tenuous relationship remains between social

work researchers and practitioners, as well as other change agents. In recent years,
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social work researchers have continued the call for an increased focus on the

impacts of scholarship (see, e.g., Jenson, 2006; Mor Barak, 2018; Nurius, & Kemp,

2012; Teater, 2017). The Society for Social Work and Research has likewise ex-

panded its focus on dissemination and communication, articulating as one of four

primary aims in its current strategic plan to “communicate and disseminate high-

quality social work research to internal and external stakeholders in order to in-

form solutions to real-world problems” (Society for Social Work and Research,

2018, sect. II.4.). The AmericanAcademy of SocialWork and SocialWelfare’s Grand

Challenges for Social Work are premised upon the ability to “harness social work’s

science and knowledge base” to “tackle some of our toughest social problems”

(American Academy of Social Work and Social Welfare, 2019, para. 1); however,

discovering how to leverage research into new practice and policy behaviors argu-

ably presents a grand challenge in itself.

Defining Public Impact Scholarship in Social Work

Public impact scholarship has been called the scholarship of practice, application,

or engagement; engaged scholarship; and democratic engagement; among other

names. These prior conceptualizations of public-facing scholarship offer several de-

fining qualities:

1. It is a reciprocal exchange between the university and civil society

(Beaulieu et al., 2018).

2. It is “an embodied relational activity that [brings] members of scholarly

and practitioner communities into conversation with one another” (Barge &

Shockley-Zalabak, 2008, p. 253).

3 It “serves all parts of the tripartite mission” of research, teaching, and service

(Furco, 2010, p. 381).

4. It is a “service to a diverse democracy” that includes a variety of strategies

to reach marginalized groups (Kezar, Drivalas, & Kitchen, 2018, p. 4).

We use the term “public impact scholarship” because it emphasizes the public

sphere and focuses on outcomes, moving beyond engagement to impact. For the

purposes of this special section, we offer the following definition: Public impact schol-

arship in social work is characterized by intentional efforts to create social change through the

translation and dissemination of research to nonacademic audiences. We suggest that pub-

lic impact scholarship in social work is further defined by a unique set of problems,

audiences, and dissemination mechanisms. Specifically, public impact scholarship

in social work

• impacts problems of social importance, such as well-being, equality, and so-

cial justice;
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• disseminates findings to nonacademic audiences including (but not limited

to) practitioners, policymakers, community organizations, client popula-

tions, and the general public; and

• uses mechanisms accessible to those audiences with consideration to cost,

language, and location.

Social work scholars are actively engaged in thiswork and, in some instances, are

creating platforms for others to join them. For example, in this special section,

Sherraden, Lough, Sherraden, Williams Shanks, and Huang (2019) describe the im-

plementation and impact of strategies for policy change, including public activism

and congressional testimony. Also in this special section, Singer (2019) discusses

successes of a podcast series that centers social work scholars in communicating ev-

idence directly to practitioners. See Table 1 for other examples of public impact

scholarship by social workers.

Distinguishing Public Impact Scholarship From Related Terms

Public impact scholarship in social work lies at the intersection of three related

constructs: scholarship, public outreach, and social change (see Figure 1).

Scholarship describes the generation, synthesis, or application of knowledge or ex-

pertise. In social work, this is typically in the form of research: primary and second-

ary data analysis, synthesis of prior literature on a topic, etc. In some cases, schol-

arship may also include creative work, such as dance, storytelling, and cataloging

of languages and stories from communities with whom we collaborate. Public out-

reach describes dissemination using public modes of communication. Examples

include social media posts, news media interviews, op-eds, blog posts, podcasts,

webinars, training manuals, and many other platforms and formats easily accessi-

ble to nonacademic audiences in terms of availability, cost (free or low-cost), and

language used (i.e., free of jargon). Social change, “the significant alteration of social

structure and cultural patterns through time” (Leicht, 2013, para. 1), is central to

the social work mission (National Association of Social Workers, 2017). Examples

include solutions to social problems or social injustice, whether through interven-

tion approaches or policy advocacy.

Each of these constructs can occur independently of the others. For instance, al-

though social change is a goal of much social work research, it is not a necessary

component (e.g., some epidemiologic research gathers information for the sake

of building knowledge, not creating change). Similarly, public outreachmay not al-

ways be essential to a particular social work research project (not all research find-

ings warrant a press release).

Public outreach without scholarship could include soliciting coverage by popu-

lar media outlets or otherwise marketing content that is not research based. Social

change without scholarship could mean serving on the board of directors of a
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community health organization dedicated to reducing health disparities, for instance,

without engaging in scholarly activities as a part of that service. Public impact schol-

arship occurs where these three constructs overlap. Thus, it is when scholarship is

harnessed, translated into accessible formats, and shared with the purpose of creat-

ing social change that social work scholars engage in public impact scholarship.

It is also important to distinguish public impact scholarship from a related con-

cept: community-engaged research. The two constructs overlap, as community en-

gagement—specifically in the translation and dissemination of knowledge—is often

a component of public impact scholarship. However, we distinguish public-facing

dissemination of scholarly work from engaged research in this way: Whereas

community-engaged research isfirmly rooted in a tradition of scholars and commu-

nity members constructing knowledge together, public impact scholarship translates

Table 1

Mechanisms and Examples of Public Impact Scholarship

Mechanism of Public

Impact Scholarship Examples of Social Workers’ Public Impact Scholarship

Websites SchoolSocialWork.net (Kelly, Carchedi, & Patak-Pietrafesa,

n.d.)

Blogs Teaching and Learning in Social Work: Exploring Ways to Enhance

Life-Long Learning for Clinical Practice (Hitchcock, n.d.)

Twitter accounts @NewSocialWorker (https://twitter.com/newsocialworker),

@OfficialMacroSW #MacroSW Twitter chats (https://twitter

.com/OfficialMacroSW)

Facebook pages Congressional Research Institute for Social Work–CRISP

(https://www.facebook.com/CRISPInc.org/)

Practice tools Addressing Alcohol’s Role in Campus Sexual Assault: A Toolkit by and

for Prevention Specialists (Klein, Rizzo, Cherry, & Woofter,

2018)

Podcasts Doin’ the Work: Frontline Stories of Social Change (Cohen, n.d.)

Webinars Developing Cultural Humility in Social Work Practice (Bullock &

Colón, 2017)

Op-eds “Our Research on Paid-Family Leave Shows It’d Pay Off for

Colorado” (Greenfield, 2019)

Public reports Social Mobility: The Necessary Focus of St. Louis Investment in Black

Males ( Joe & Motley, 2019)

Books for practitioners Coming Out, Coming Home: Helping Families Adjust to a Gay or

Lesbian Child (LaSala, 2010)

Books for the general public I Still Love You: Nine Things Troubled Kids Need From Their Parents

(Ungar, 2015)

TED Talks “The Power of Vulnerability” (Brown, 2010)

YouTube videos Holistic Arts-Based Group Work With Children (Cheu, 2009)
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and disseminates all types of research to directly influence policies, practices, and

populations of interest. Theyoverlap in that community-engagedworkoften involves

translating findings back to the community, and public impact scholarship may dis-

seminate community-engaged research. In this issue, Jensen and Kainz (2019) ar-

ticulate the distinctions—and the positioning of community-engaged scholarship—

within the pantheon of concepts described here.

Public Impact Scholarship: Essential to Social Work

Public impact scholarship holds special relevance for the social work profession.

The dissemination of scholarly knowledge with the goal of effecting social change

aligns with the National Association of Social Workers Code of Ethics (2017). The

Code of Ethics calls for pursuing social change; providing people with access to in-

formation and resources; and enabling the public to gain information necessary to

help influence social policies, practices, and institutions.

More broadly, public impact scholarship advances the profession’s core value of

social justice by making knowledge accessible to people who otherwise lack the

power, privilege, or resources to access it. For example, the general public in devel-

oping countries can access research-based health and mental health information

online (Edejer, 2000). The dissemination of scholarship through blogs, Twitter, TV

or radio interviews, newspaper editorials, and other examples of public outreach

liberates specialized knowledge from the privileged confines of the proverbial ivory

tower. In contrast, much of our existing scholarship informs a narrow slice of the

scientific community and never reaches the public, doing little to bridge the gap be-

tween social work research and practice (Teater, 2017).

Figure 1. Public impact scholarship’s overlapping domains.
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Originally intended to promote the dissemination of rigorous research, peer-

reviewed journals have become a contested outlet for the relay of scientific knowl-

edge. Social work researchers have directly confronted the limitations of journals

as a timely and accessible dissemination mechanism (Jenson, 2005; “Peer Review

and Publication Standards . . . ,” 2005). Although open-access journals and articles

are becoming more common and have been shown to provide greater access for so-

cietal gain (Tennant, Waldner, & Jacques, 2016), more than 70% of journal articles

reside behind expensive paywalls. Such paywalls—required subscriptions to gain

access—keep research findings from the public, including citizen scientists, practi-

tioners, and governmental and nongovernmental services (Tennant et al., 2016).

In addition, the peer-review process can be a barrier to timely and unbiased ac-

cess to researchfindings. The process of submission, review, revision, and resubmis-

sion is notoriously slow, particularly among social science journals; months or

years may elapse before findings are published in peer-reviewed journals (Powell,

2016). Furthermore, typically only statistically significant findings find their way

into peer-reviewed social science publications, leaving the field devoid of informa-

tion about what does not work or which hypotheses were unsupported (Peplow,

2014).

The needlessly complex writing, or “academese,” of many peer-reviewed journal

articles further reduces public access and the utility of the work (Clayton, 2015).

Despite research demonstrating that simplicity in writing is associated with greater

perceived intelligence (Oppenheimer, 2006), academics often use complex language,

extensive detail, and passive voice. In addition, critics accuse social scientists of be-

ing less skilled at “tech transfer,” which is the application of research in develop-

ment of new technology or, more broadly, new solutions to social problems

(Gamoran, 2018, para. 2). In short, social work practitioners and members of the

general public often lack the time, money, and expertise needed to use the constant

stream of journal articles to inform their practice and well-being.

Today, scholars simultaneously face a growing awareness of the shortfalls of tra-

ditional research dissemination and abundant opportunity to disseminate findings

more broadly with emerging technologies and communication platforms. Blogs,

websites, podcasts, andmany other forms of digitalmedia synthesize and freely dis-

tribute scientific information to nonacademic audiences worldwide, typically with-

out methodological or statistical jargon that can disengage nonacademic audiences

(Semingson, O’Byrne, Alberto Mora, & Kist, 2017). Further, these public platforms

empower laypeople, practitioners, fellow scholars, and others by enabling their par-

ticipation via feedback, agenda setting, and—in some venues such as a Facebook fo-

rum or a Twitter exchange—direct conversation and debate with scholars (Pausé &

Glover, 2018). Digital media help democratize knowledge by amplifying the voices

of people frommarginalized groups and others who typically lack a role in the for-

mation of research, theory, policy, and other scholarship (Greenhow & Gleason,

Public Impact Scholarship in Social Work 535

This content downloaded from 099.177.129.079 on January 16, 2020 18:52:23 PM

All use subject to University of Chicago Press Terms and Conditions (http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/t-and-c).



2014). In this way, public impact scholarship holds the potential to help meet the

social justice challenges of research, furthering inclusivity of voice, nondomination

of populations and communities, and richmultidisciplinary work (Espinosa, 2018).

Tensions of Public Impact Scholarship in Social Work

An argument for social work scholars to engage in public impact scholarship brings

up tensions that must be acknowledged and discussed. These tensions represent the

often-competing priorities and goals of public impact scholarship and the traditional

standards, norms, and customs of academia and social science.Wedescribe several of

these tensions, not to resolve them or to present an exhaustive list, but to initiate fur-

ther dialogue. Elsewhere in this special section, McBride and colleagues (2019) de-

scribe additional tensions, particularly those in evidence at the institutional level.

Pondering Scholar or Responsive Pundit?

One portrait of the scholar is that of the dispassionate observer. Objectivity is a tra-

ditionally valued—albeit heavily debated—aim of scientific inquiry (Gorham, 2009).

Public impact scholarship may disrupt this image. It often requires scholars to use

research to take a stance on a topic, advocate for a change, or dispel common per-

ceptions. Doing so may increase the chances that a scholar’s work will be perceived

as opinionated or biased, especially if the research is designed from the start with a

social-change goal in mind. Public impact scholars may need to address questions

publicly about rigor and objectivity, especially when their findings are used to ad-

vance policy goals.

Further, the research process—from conceptualization of an idea, to design of a

project, to data collection, to analysis and presentation of findings—can take many

months or years. Studies are often considered incremental, with findings from an

early exploratory or pilot study leading tomore advanced, in-depth work. This long

view of research often results in scholars’ hesitancy to share preliminary findings

with the public. Although scholars often want to present their findings cautiously

and in the context of their study methods and limitations (Pinker, 2014), using me-

dia formats such as radio, television, op-eds, and socialmedia challenges scholars to

be both timely and brief. To be responsive to current issues, scholars may need to

disseminate findings more quickly, to consider when to release findings in advance

of a traditional peer-review process, and to determine how to acknowledge the

stage, phase, or limitations of their work. This tension is particularly challenging

in light of the limited space or time allotted to short-form channels like news inter-

views and tweets, which often prohibit lengthy contextualization of research find-

ings. Findings can be taken out of context, misconstrued, or used to perpetuate ex-

isting deficit discourses about the underresourced communities that scholars

intend to support. As a result, social work researchers engaged in public impact
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scholarship must refine their abilities to determine when their scholarship is ready

to disseminate to the public and how to do so ethically and efficiently.

Risks and Rewards of Exposure

Public impact scholarship subjects researchers to greater public exposure than tra-

ditional dissemination mechanisms. This entails both rewards and risks. Scholars

who publicize their workmay expand the reach of their research; grow their profes-

sional network nationally and internationally; and gather immediate, constructive

feedback from fellow scholars and the general public via social media posts, blog

comments, and other online forums (Carrigan, 2016). Feedback from a greater

range of people can increase the integrity and rigor of scholarship by generating al-

ternative explanations for findings, creating the possibility for novel solutions, and

holding scholars accountable to the communities they serve. Further, based on

their experiences doing this type of public-facing work, scholars can extend dia-

logue about the benefits and challenges of a scholar–activistmodel, which is a grow-

ing area of inquiry in social research (e.g., Huerta, 2018).

Conversely, public impact scholars are at risk for harassment, “trolling,” intim-

idation, and physical threats. In today’s vitriolic times, even academics who dissem-

inate scholarship only through traditional means, such as classroom teaching or

scholarly journal articles, are vulnerable to online harassment and abuse—what

the American Association of University Professors calls “politically motivated witch

hunts” (2017, p. 1). Such attacks are not always political. For example, topics such

as autoethnography (E. Campbell, 2017) and suicide prevention (Freedenthal, 2018)

have triggered online and offline threats. Harassment silences and intimidates some

scholars (Veletsianos, Houlden, Hodson, & Gosse, 2018), and informal experiments

indicate that online harassment and other attacks disproportionately target women,

people of color, people with disabilities, and other marginalized groups (Morrison,

2018). As Pausé and Glover noted, the dissemination of scholarship via social media

“requires a willingness to debate with the very people we ‘study’: community prac-

titioners, our critics, and other activists or scholars with opposing views (as well as

with traditional journalists)” (2018, p. 696). Exposing oneself to potential harass-

ment may be a deeply personal choice for scholars as they weigh the risks and re-

wards of public exposure for their work.

Beyond Peer Review

The decision to release findings to the general public can sometimes prompt ques-

tions about methodological rigor. Science distilled for public audiences is often as-

sociated with “pop science” or even pseudoscience. Some scientists who prematurely

publicize findings have faced criticism of their methods from fellow scientists or have

later had their work disproved. For instance, in 2012, social scientist Amy Cuddy

Public Impact Scholarship in Social Work 537

This content downloaded from 099.177.129.079 on January 16, 2020 18:52:23 PM

All use subject to University of Chicago Press Terms and Conditions (http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/t-and-c).



went viralwith a TED Talk on “power posing,”which garneredmore than 46million

views. Cuddy was called out by fellow psychologists who questioned her methods

and findings. She later provided a compelling rebuttal against her critics, largely re-

instating the value of her work. (See Elsesser, 2018, for the full story.)

The lengthy peer-review process is intended as a check for methodological rigor

and is widely accepted as such (Ware, 2008). Peer review serves an important func-

tion in academic publishing. To ensure the methodological and conceptual rigor

of public impact scholarship, academic institutions and scholars should not dis-

card but rather expand peer-review mechanisms. Informal peer-review networks

offer one way to meet this challenge. For instance, the Scholars Strategy Network

(scholars.org) offers its own peer review of policy briefs and white papers before

publishing them.Manymajor news outlets fact-check op-eds and guest commentar-

ies before publishing, which can help to ensure accuracy in communication of ver-

ifiable facts and statistics. Unfortunately, not all news outlets have a fact-checking

process, and as budgets and staffs continue to decrease at newspapers nationwide,

fact-checking resources are likely to remain limited in many editorial departments

(Pew Research Center, 2018). It is important to note that peer review itself is not a

fail-proof method for determining methodological rigor. (Critiques of the academic

peer-review process are offered by Ahmed & Palermo, 2010; Manchikanti, Kaye, Bos-

well, & Hirsch, 2015; and Powell, 2016; among others.) Consideration of alternative

review processes for scholarly work in a variety of formats may benefit both public

impact scholarship and scientific writing for journals.

Measuring Impact (Not Just Reach)

As our field recognizes new forms of public impact scholarship, we must also deter-

mine who assesses impact and how they measure it. Extending measures of impact

beyond the journal impact scores or individual scholars’ citation indices (e.g., Barner,

Holoski, Thyer, & King, 2015) means establishing new metrics that assess impact in

the public sphere. Colleagues in education have created ratings of public influence

that primarily assess exposure and reach. For example, the Edu-Scholar Public Influ-

ence Scoring Rubric (Hess, 2019) includes such metrics as book rankings on Ama-

zon; the frequency of research appearing in syllabi; the number of times the scholar

is referenced or quoted online, tallied via Google search; the number of newspaper

mentions indexed via LexisNexis; the number of times a scholar testified or was ref-

erenced in congressional records; and online presence and influence via Twitter, as-

sessed by calculating mentions, retweets, and replies. Although these metrics pro-

vide useful assessments of reach, they fall short of capturing the actual impact of

public impact scholarship.

Approaches developed in the United Kingdom go beyond reach, attempting to

document the eventual impact of scientific work (King’s College London and Digital
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Science, 2015). The Research Excellence Framework requires higher education insti-

tutions to submit case studies describing the impact of their research in the broader

society across a variety of impact types, including political, health, technological,

economic, legal, cultural, societal, and environmental. A searchable database pro-

vides a summary of the impact of each case study, including how research findings

informed development of services, led to policy reform, set new recommendations,

and increased public awareness. Drawing from the U.K. and other approaches, the

socialwork research communitywill need to adopt or develop feasible,meaningful,

and scalablemethods to capture the reach and impact of public impact scholarship.

Institutional Support for Public Impact Scholarship

Finally, scholars engaged with public impact scholarship often experience mis-

alignment between the public impact of theirwork and the traditional reward struc-

tures of academic institutions. Peer-reviewed journal articles remain the primary

currency in most academic circles, where article counts and metrics—as opposed

to op-eds, blogs, and policy briefs—are the central measure of research productivity

and impact (Barner et al., 2015). We believe that public impact scholarship fre-

quently complements and extends traditional writing and teaching, but finding

time for this type ofworkmay be challenging and often requires trade-offs. Products

written for public audiences are often different in tone, length, and content, and

scholars must find time for this writing in schedules that are already full. The chal-

lenge of balancing time spent on competing priorities is further complicated when

scholars are engaged in public-facing work that requires timely action; being re-

sponsive to policy developments often requires the ability to quickly draft and sub-

mit an op-ed or respond to a short-notice meeting request from a legislator. These

decisions are more difficult when incentive structures recognize and reward tradi-

tional academic dissemination of scholarship more than public dissemination.

To incentivize investment in public impact scholarship, institutions will need to

identify ways to support scholars who do this work. This could include developing

metrics to evaluate public impact research in tenure and promotion processes, as

well as building infrastructure to support faculty members in the tasks of public

dissemination. Just as many institutions offer editing services and preaward and

postaward supports, they could also train scholars or hire staff with media and re-

search translation expertise to help scholars disseminate their work for nonaca-

demic audiences. Effectively addressing these challenges can elevate the value of

public impact scholarship while making it more enticing and feasible for scholars

to engage in it. In addition, diversifying the methods of measuring research pro-

ductivity offers the opportunity to honor a greater range of scholarly contributions

without devaluing current approaches. McBride et al. (2019) further explore insti-

tutional challenges and solutions later in this special section.
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In This Issue

This special section of the Journal of the Society for Social Work and Research explores

critical issues in public impact scholarship and provides examples of measurable

efforts to influence public policy, practice, and behavior through the dissemination

of social work research. Jensen and Kainz (2019) further clarify the relationship be-

tween design and dissemination, addressing mechanisms of engaged scholarship

likely to promote the public impact of social work research. Singer (2019) presents

findings related to the use and efficacy of the SocialWork Podcast, a public impact ini-

tiative with a goal of translating social work knowledge for use by practitioners and

students. Sherraden et al. (2019) provide examples of public impact scholarship

from the Center for Social Development at Washington University in St. Louis, identi-

fying guiding strategies for social work scholars engaged in public impact work. Fi-

nally, McBride and fellow deans and directors (2019) identify promising approaches

for social work leaders committed to supporting and promoting public impact schol-

arship in schools of socialwork. Each contributionoffers insights and inquiries central

to how social work canmeet the growingpublic need for rigorous, accessible scientific

knowledge. Threaded throughout is an invitation to our social work colleagues to fur-

ther the conversation, as well as the work.
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