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Annual Independent Limited Assurance Report in 

relation to the University of Melbourne’s 

‘Reconciliation Action Plan April 2018 – December 

2022’ 

To the Executive of the University of Melbourne and relevant stakeholders, 

Nous Group (Nous) was engaged by the University of Melbourne (University) to undertake an annual 

independent limited assurance of the University’s ‘Reconciliation Action Plan April 2018 – December 

2022’ (RAP). This RAP has been endorsed by Reconciliation Australia as an Elevate RAP. An annual 

independent limited assurance of an organisation’s Elevate RAP is a requirement of Reconciliation 

Australia. It is intended to give confidence to relevant stakeholders that what the organisation is doing is 

true and fair. 

Subject matter – what our review covered 

The subject matter for our limited assurance engagement included 43 (of 62) target measures reported 

on in the University’s ‘RAP 3 Progress Report, 2019’ (RAP Report). These 43 target measures were 

selected because they have ongoing timelines or timelines due for completion by December 2019. 

The subject matter did not include: 

• Target Measures with timelines beyond December 2019 

• Data sets, statements, information, systems or approaches relating to areas other than the outlined 

Target Measures in the University’s RAP. 

Criteria 

The criteria applied to the subject matter are the University’s target measures as outlined in the 

University’s RAP Report. 

The University’s responsibility 

The University was responsible for determining the target measures to be reviewed, and for preparing 

and presenting the RAP report. This responsibility includes establishing and maintaining internal 

controls, adequate records and making assumptions that are reasonable in the circumstances. 

Nous’ responsibility and independence 

Our responsibility was to provide a limited assurance on the subject matter as reported and presented in 

the University’s RAP Report. To do so we needed limited assurance that the subject matter is free from 

material misstatement, whether due to fraud or error. We were also responsible for conducting the 

limited assurance engagement in accordance with the appropriate and applicable assurance standards, 

quality controls and independence. 

Our limited assurance engagement 

We conducted this limited assurance engagement in accordance with the Auditing and Assurance 

Standards Board ‘Standard on Assurance Engagements Other than Audits or Reviews of Historical 



 

 

Financial Information’ (ASAE 3000) and in accordance with the terms of reference for this engagement as 

agreed with the University of Melbourne. 

Nous maintains a comprehensive system of quality control including documented policies and 

procedures regarding compliance with ethical requirements, professional standards and applicable legal 

and regulatory requirements which are broadly consistent with the Australian Standard on Quality 

Control 1. 

We have complied with the independence and other relevant ethical requirements relating to assurance 

engagements, which are founded on fundamental principles of integrity, objectivity, professional 

competence and due care, confidentiality and professional behaviour. 

Summary of the work performed 

Our limited assurance procedures included, but were not limited to: 

• Checking the criteria has been correctly applied as per the Target Measures detailed in the 

University’s RAP Report 

• Conducting interviews with University personnel and collating evidence to understand the 

University’s process for reporting on Target Measures 

• Testing, on a sample basis, the accuracy and balance of tracking within the University’s RAP Report 

associated with the 43 Target Measures. 

We believe that the evidence obtained through these procedures is sufficient and appropriate to provide 

a basis for our limited assurance conclusions. 

The procedures performed in a limited assurance engagement vary in nature and timing from, and are 

less in extent than for, a reasonable assurance engagement. Consequently, the level of assurance 

obtained in a limited assurance engagement is substantially lower than the assurance that would have 

been obtained had a reasonable assurance engagement been performed. 

Conclusion 

Based on our limited assurance engagement as described in this report, nothing has come to our 

attention that causes us to believe that the subject matter has not been reported and presented fairly, in 

all material respects, in accordance with the criteria defined above. 
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