SEAS 2 Grow Silver Economy Stakeholder Needs Report

Annex: Housing, health and care provider survey results — plots and tables

Table H1. Business type of housing, health and care provider companies, segmented by country.

Country

UK

France
Netherlands
Belgium

All 4 countries

% For profit

33%
11%
25%
11%
20%

% Not for profit
67%
89%
75%
89%
80%

Table H2. Percentage of housing, health and care provider companies considering themselves as a
member of the Silver Economy (SE), segmented by percentage of current business in SE and region.

Country

UK

France
Netherlands
Belgium

All 4 countries

% SE member if

0-20%

business 65+

0%
50%
n/a
100%
50%

% SE member if
30-50%
business 65+
n/a

100%

100%

n/a

100%

% SE member = % SE member if
if 60 — 80% 90 -100%
business 65+ business 65+

40% 100%
100% 67%
50% 100%
100% 86%
56% 85%

Table H3. Percentage of housing, health and care providers who believe they have sufficient contact
with other Silver Economy (SE) actors to realise their SE ambitions, segmented by country.

Country

UK

France
Netherlands
Belgium

All 4 countries

% SE members who need more
SE contact

80%
83%
100%
100%
92%

% non-SE members who need
more SE contact

0%

n/a

100%

n/a

66%
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Figure H1. Types of housing, health and care that survey respondents from the UK (a), the Netherlands
(b), France (c), Belgium (d) and across all regions (e) provide.
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Figure H2. Housing services provided by survey respondents from The Netherlands (a), France (b), and
Belgium (c). No UK survey respondents provided housing services.
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Figure H3. Health services provided by survey respondents in the UK (a), The Netherlands (b), France
(c), Belgium (d) and across all regions (e).
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Figure H4. Care services provided by survey respondents in the UK (a), The Netherlands (b), France
(c), Belgium (d) and across all regions (e).
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Figure H5. Client / resident / patient average age being catered by housing, health and care providers
in the UK (a), The Netherlands (b), France (c), Belgium (d) and across all regions (e).
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Figure H6. Client / resident / patient level of need catered for by housing, health and care providers
in the UK (a), The Netherlands (b), France (c), Belgium (d) and across all regions (e).
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Figure H7. Innovations currently being used (blue bars) or planned to be used in the future (orange
bars) by n numbers of housing, health and care providers in the UK (a), The Netherlands (b), France
(c), Belgium (d) and across all regions (e).
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Figure H8. Methods used by housing, health and care providers to identify need for innovation in the
UK (a), The Netherlands (b), France (c), Belgium (d) and across all regions (e).
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Figure H9. Barriers to housing, health and care providers using or purchasing innovations for the elderly

in the UK (a), The Netherlands (b), France (c), Belgium (d) and across all regions (e).
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Figure H10. Strategies used by n numbers of housing, health and care providers currently (blue bars)
or in the future (orange bars) to overcome barriers to adoption of innovation in the UK (a), The
Netherlands (b), France (c), Belgium (d) and across all regions (e).
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Figure H11. Measures used by housing, health and care providers to evaluate the impact value of

innovations for the elderly in the UK (a), The Netherlands (b), France (c), Belgium (d) and across all
regions (e).
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