Property Follow-Up

Before / After Repair Follow-Up Workflow

Mustrative sample workflow

A simple visual showing how repairs often drift after they are reported, and what a

clearer follow-up route can look like.
lllustrative example only. Not a client case study, software functionality or guaranteed result.

Before: repair follow-up drift
The repair is reported, but control weakens after logging.
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After: clearer repair follow-up route
The next step is visible, timed and easier to chase.
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This sample does not show software. It shows the follow-up controls that usually matter: one live record, one Request a free Repairs Follow-Up Note

next owner, one chase date, clear update points and proper close-out confirmation. propertyfollowup.co.uk



