SITE VOYANCE

TECHNICAL VERIFICATION REPORT
INDEPENDENT TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT ORGANISATION

Ca n d id ate A ILLUSTRATIVE ONLY

Experienced dual-fuel smart meter engineer | Profile DF

REPORT REFERENCE ASSESSMENT DATE ASSESSMENT FORMAT
SV-TVR-DEMO-001 lllustrative - no session Remote | 120 min

Assessment outcome

86.4 / 100 REMOTE KNOWLEDGE BENCHMARK DEMONSTRATED

Illustrative outcome under internal pilot criteria.

Weighted pilot assessment total

All applicable safety-critical gates marked clear.

Domain results

Safety-critical reasoning 26.3/30
Installation and commissioning 20.3/25
Fault diagnosis 16.7 / 20
Procedures and governance 13.1/15
Records and communication 10.0/10

What the assessor observed

Strengths: recognised unsafe conditions, justified work-stoppage decisions and

explained clear customer communication and escalation requirements.

Development priority

Fault investigation was technically sound but did not consistently sequence
all diagnostic checks before referral. Confirm in a practical, role-specific review.

Scope: knowledge and scenario-based judgement only. This is not a practical
observation, verification of qualifications, or permission to undertake field work.

Candidate details and results are illustrative and demonstrate the report format.

SV-TAS v1.0 | Sample report | Not a competence certificate 1/2



SITE VOYANCE

TECHNICAL VERIFICATION REPORT
INDEPENDENT TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT ORGANISATION

Assessment evidence and assurance

Item-level record - controlled 0-4 rubric, 15 items, DF pilot example

ITEM ASSESSMENT EVIDENCE (SUMMARY) SCORE
D1-01 Identified a serious electrical hazard; stopped and escalated. 4/4
D1-02 Proving-dead principles correct; minor sequencing omission. 3/4
D1-03 Recognised reported gas hazard and authority limits. 3/4
D1-04 Refused unsafe pressure to proceed; documented escalation. 4/4
D2-01 Relevant pre-work checks described; minor record gap. 3/4
D2-02 Recognised work beyond approved role and referral route. 3/4
D2-03 Commissioning verification identified; one omission. 3/4
D2-04 Described gas-related procedural controls and limits. 4/4
D3-01 Structured communications fault diagnosis; minor gap. 3/4
D3-02 Identified likely causes; verification order incomplete. 3/4
D3-03 Stopped at uncertainty and sought authorised support. 4/4
D4-01 Correctly differentiated legislation and procedures. 4/4
D4-02 Recognised limits and need for technical approval. 3/4
D5-01 Gave complete factual safety-related handover. 4/4
D5-02 Explained stoppage and next steps clearly. 4/4

SAFETY-CRITICAL ITEMS
D1-01, D1-02, D1-03 and D1-04: clear in this sample.

Credential checks Not independently verified. No registry check is implied.
Quality review lllustrative only. No actual assessor or second marker signed.

Recommended actions

1. Verify credentials and authorisations with relevant issuing sources.
2. Check fault-diagnosis sequencing through practical observation.
3. Retain final hiring, supervision and deployment decisions with the employer.
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