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Aidsfonds and the International HIV/AIDS Alliance are pleased to invite applications for 
systematic evidence reviews to inform advocacy and programming for PITCH.  

PITCH 
PITCH stands for Partnership to Inspire, Transform and Connect the HIV response. PITCH 
is a strategic partnership between Aidsfonds, the International HIV/AIDS Alliance and the Dutch 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs working with those most affected by HIV (people living with HIV, 
adolescent girls and young women, men who have sex with men, transgender people, sex 
workers, people who use drugs) in enabling these groups to transform (inter)national HIV 
responses by strengthening their advocacy skills and capacities and promoting innovative 
evidence-informed practice. It is hoped that this will enable them to advocate for a more effective 
response to ensure all people have equal access to sexual and reproductive health services, 
including HIV-related services. From 2016-2020, PITCH will jointly work towards ending the HIV 
epidemic in the regions and countries most affected by HIV through an inclusive, in-country, in-
depth approach to international lobby and advocacy. PITCH currently operates at global and 
regional levels, and in nine specific countries. See PITCH infographic in annex 1 and PITCH 
Theory of Change in annex 2. 

Evidence review topic and research questions 
This terms of reference relates to a critical review of published and unpublished research in a key 
area of interest for PITCH. We are commissioning this review, taking into account the PITCH 
global Theory of Change and critical knowledge gaps in the global state of evidence. The review 
is defined as follows: 

Stakeholder engagement 
Intensified engagement among stakeholders is a key short-term outcome for PITCH. PITCH 
requires a consultant to conduct a critical evidence review to answer the research 
question: What does meaningful and effective stakeholder engagement entail and under 
what circumstances does it lead to improved outcomes for key populations1 in the context 
of HIV? This review will critically explore and document both successful and unsuccessful 
approaches for ensuring meaningful and effective stakeholder engagement in HIV work, 
with a particular focus on policy-makers, donors and technical partners, and how they 
impact on improved outcomes for key populations. Findings will be distributed widely to 
governments, international organisations and activists to ensure best practice and 
inclusivity in HIV programming and advocacy.  
Projected start: latest July 2018 
Deadline for completion: February 2019 

Scope 
 Reviewers will look at both peer-reviewed and grey literature on stakeholder engagement 

in HIV work relevant to key populations, the specific focus of this review. 

 Reviews will focus on evidence relating to research in low and middle-income countries 
as defined by the World Bank. 

 Reviewers will analyse evidence of promising interventions documented in the HIV 
literature, implementation challenges and opportunities, and gaps in knowledge. 

                                                           
 
 
1 People living with HIV, adolescent girls and young women, men who have sex with men, transgender 
people, sex workers, people who use drugs 
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 The review will be designed in collaboration with key population representatives, who will 
also review the output 

Methodology 
 The consultants will design a PROSPERO protocol for the systematic review specifying 

the research question, purpose, search methodology, inclusion and exclusion criteria, the 
context, primary outcomes, data extraction procedure, risk of bias assessment and the 
strategy for data synthesis. 

 Following approval of this, the consultants will commence comprehensive database and 
grey literature searches using the selected search string and emailing stakeholders to 
identify potential studies for inclusion.  

 Titles and abstracts of potential studies will be screened by the consultant and a second 
reviewer following the inclusion and exclusion criteria. Where not enough information is 
available, the full text will be screened.  

 Data from included studies will then be extracted using a data extraction form which will 
have been designed as part of the study and piloted.  

 A comprehensive risk of bias assessment will be carried out with all included studies.  

 A narrative synthesis and, if applicable, meta-analysis will then be provided of the findings 
from included studies.  

Outputs 

 Registration of the systematic review protocol in PROSPERO. 

 Regular updates on searches and preliminary findings (every two months) to inform 
PITCH programming. 

 Submission of the full systematic review as a journal article to a high-impact peer-
reviewed journal. 

 Presentation of research findings to PITCH partners. 

 Development of a non-academic summary report of the findings for use with activists, 
programmers and other stakeholders listing: 

o Key aims and findings of the review; 

o Proposed research questions for potential follow-on studies based on critical 
gaps in knowledge; 

o Implications for PITCH programming; and  

o Implications for broader HIV programming and advocacy in low- and middle-
income countries. 

Budget and management 
The maximum budget for the review is €40,000. The consultants will report to the Senior Advisor: 
Research and Evaluation, International HIV/AIDS Alliance, who will also review all outputs prior 
to publication for quality assurance. The funders will be acknowledged in all outputs.  

Application process 
The deadline for applications is 9th May 2018.  

To apply please submit a proposal containing the following main sections: 
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 Qualification to undertake the assignment—explain your team’s experience and 
qualifications in relation to a) the specific review topic and b) the general terms of the 
TOR, i.e. critical evidence reviews. Please describe your track record in undertaking high 
impact, policy-relevant research and knowledge exchange. 

 List of relevant academic and non-academic publications—with links to the 
abstracts/PDFs where available. 

 Affiliation and access to relevant resources—relevant details if you work at or are 
affiliated to a recognised research institution and have access to search engines, libraries 
and networks of people who may provide grey/unpublished data.  

 Human resources—brief bios of all staff working on the assignment, and clear 
explanation of the roles they will perform (annex to include full CVs for all staff). 

 Budget—total sum requested, and explanation of how this has been costed. Note: the 
maximum budget per review is €40,000. 

 Proposed schedule—including calculations of days of effort and deadlines according to 
the following template: 

 

Project Components and Deliverables Days Deadlines 

Assignment start   
Draft protocol for PROSPERO, draft data extraction form, 
search strategy, inclusion/exclusion criteria, initial set of e-mails 
sent to key authors and preliminary set of included studies 

  

Publication of protocol in PROSPERO   
Draft systematic review manuscript   
Presentation to PITCH and partners   
Submitted manuscript for publication   
Non-academic summary of manuscript   
Assignment completion   

TOTAL   
 

Applications to be sent in WORD or PDF format by email to Marina Schkot, Support Officer: 
Knowledge at the International HIV/AIDS Alliance (mschkot@aidsalliance.org) by 9th May 2018.  

 

  



 
 
 
 

5 

Annex 1: PITCH Infographic 
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Annex 2: PITCH Theory of Change 
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Annex 2: PITCH Theory of Change 

 

 
 


