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<lllustration of PLATFORM PLAN>

Academic
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Business
Sector

Consolidated Appeal

Consolidated Appeil

Platform
for Refugee Assistance

PARINAC

Emergency Assistance NGO Working Group

Phase 1:From the past experiences
1.Introduction of the Sectoral Experiences and Expertise
2.1dentification of Gaps

Phase 2:For the future planning
1.ldentification of Needs(Goal Setting)
2.1dentification of Interested Sector
3.Division of Role (Task Sharing)
4.Action Plan

PARINAC
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