We are designing a completely NEW version of Branvio.
IMPORTANT:
This is a greenfield architecture.
Do NOT use our existing Real Estate or Transportation codebase or database as the basis for architectural decisions.
The existing systems are LEGACY systems only. Their data will eventually need to be migrated into the new platform, but their architecture, database structure, naming conventions, limitations, and business logic must NOT dictate the new design.
The new platform must be designed from first principles.
BRANVIO OBJECTIVE
Build a global Credential, Compliance and Monitoring Platform that can support multiple industries without requiring separate monitoring engines for each industry.
Initial industries may include:
· Real Estate
· Transportation
· Construction
· Healthcare
· Any future industry
The platform must support multiple credential categories, including:
· Licenses
· Certifications
· Permits
· Registrations
· Insurance
· Bonds
The architecture must be extensible for additional credential categories in the future.
USER STRUCTURE
The existing business hierarchy concept should be supported:
Admin
→ Association User
→ Business User
→ Professional
The platform also needs to support:
· Entity One — business/entity credentials
· LicenseOne — professional credentials
However, do not assume the existing implementation is architecturally correct. Treat these as business concepts and redesign them if necessary.
CORE REQUIREMENT
Industry must be configuration/data, not hardcoded monitoring logic.
Credential categories and credential types should be modeled independently from industries where appropriate.
Monitoring must be a reusable platform capability.
The monitoring engine must be independent from notification delivery.
Conceptually:
Credential
→ Monitoring Configuration
→ Monitoring Engine
→ Monitoring Event
→ Notification System
The platform must support configurable:
· Expiration monitoring
· Reminder schedules
· Verification requirements
· Status monitoring
· Compliance requirements
· Threshold/coverage requirements where applicable
· Future monitoring capabilities
IMPORTANT DOMAIN QUESTION
Do NOT assume that all credential categories should use one database table.
Evaluate multiple architecture approaches, including:
A. One generic credential table
B. Separate tables for each credential category
C. Common credential parent + specialized credential tables
D. Any superior architecture you identify
For example:
License
Certification
Permit
Registration
Insurance
Bond
have different attributes and business requirements.
Determine what should be common and what should remain category-specific.
Also determine whether some attributes such as expiration date, issue date, status, number, issuer, jurisdiction, etc. genuinely belong in a common abstraction or should remain category-specific.
ARCHITECTURAL REQUIREMENTS
The new platform should be:
· Scalable
· Multi-industry
· Maintainable
· Extensible
· API-friendly
· Event-driven where appropriate
· Suitable for large numbers of credentials
· Suitable for configurable monitoring
· Suitable for future integrations
· Suitable for future notification channels
Do not over-engineer.
Do not build a generic rules engine unless there is a strong architectural reason.
Prefer explicit domain concepts over excessive abstraction.
DESIGN TASK
Create a complete greenfield architecture proposal.
Cover:
1. Domain model
2. Core entities
3. Relationships
4. Credential architecture
5. Industry architecture
6. Credential category architecture
7. Credential type architecture
8. Monitoring architecture
9. Verification architecture
10. Compliance architecture
11. Event architecture
12. Notification architecture
13. User/organization hierarchy
14. Configuration architecture
15. Database architecture
16. API architecture
17. Background jobs/scheduling
18. Audit/history architecture
19. Security considerations
20. Multi-tenant considerations
21. Scalability considerations
22. Extensibility strategy
DATABASE DESIGN
Propose a clean normalized database design.
For each important table provide:
· Table name
· Purpose
· Important columns
· Primary key
· Foreign keys
· Important indexes
· Relationships
· Reason for existence
Do not create database tables simply because they exist in the legacy systems.
LEGACY MIGRATION
Only after designing the new architecture, describe how legacy Real Estate and Transportation data could eventually be mapped into the new model.
The migration must be treated as a separate concern.
Do NOT allow legacy database structures to influence the new schema.
OUTPUT
Produce:
A. Architecture principles
B. Domain model
C. Entity relationship model
D. Credential architecture alternatives
E. Recommended architecture with reasoning
F. Monitoring architecture
G. Database design
H. Event/notification architecture
I. API/service architecture
J. Scalability considerations
K. Future extensibility
L. Legacy migration strategy
M. Open architectural questions
N. Risks and trade-offs
Do not write production implementation code yet.
This is an architecture/design exercise only.




Exactly. That makes things much easier.
If the Transportation system has no production/business data, then you don't need to worry about Transportation data migration at all.
I would treat it as:
Transportation codebase
        ↓
Business/feature reference only
        ↓
NOT a migration source
And:
Real Estate existing system
        ↓
Actual legacy data
        ↓
Migration → New Branvio
So your approach becomes
1. Design Branvio completely from scratch
No old code or DB should dictate the architecture.
2. Use the Transportation codebase later
Not for migration, but to identify:
· Transportation-specific requirements 
· Credential types 
· Monitoring requirements 
· Verification logic 
· Business rules you may want to preserve 
3. Use Real Estate for migration only
After the new architecture is finalized, map the existing Real Estate data into it.
This is actually a better situation because you have the freedom to design the new platform properly without having to preserve a second legacy database.
So yes, start with the greenfield Claude prompt I gave you. Once Claude produces the architecture, bring that output here and we'll review it before you let Claude implement anything.

