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[bookmark: _Hlk518916289]Hawtin and Percy-Smith (2007, p. 1) define community profiling as 
‘a tool for community development’, further describing it as ‘useful foundation for a wide range of policy and service delivery-related processes’…
‘…an approach’ having similarities with an individual ‘assessment of needs’ carried out by a range of support organisations; taking the form of ‘social audits’ or… ‘community consultations’…
used to assess impacts of negative change on a community e.g. factory closure – linked to business, profitability and output from the country. However, it is only when negative change occurs that government i.e. ‘powerful group’ experiences the negative impact it has on that ‘power group’ (Marx, 2009).  Whilst the concept adopted by Stoecker (2013, p. 49) focuses on CP as a method of enabling… 
‘community residents to define their own issues, gather the resources to address those issues, and go to work on solving them’; thus, empowering people, providing them with the ‘power, knowledge and action’…
 to initiate, engage with, and build capacity for effective change in their community. 
[bookmark: _Hlk517611231][bookmark: _Hlk518916520]The Audit Commission (2006, cited in Hawtin and Percy-Smith, 2007, p. 2) identifies CP as being ‘a picture of the needs of specific sectors of the community, such as older citizens’. Hawtin and Percy-Smith (2007, p. 5) concur with Stoecker (2013, p. 49) that CP is considered a recognised research tool enabling the voice of marginalised people of a community to be heard and become active participants in the research process resulting in an assessment of their collective needs, influencing government policies, procedures and resource development; considered as a piece of research that looks at how aspects of a community are interrelated and not looked at individually in isolation, outlining…. 
‘A comprehensive description of the needs of a population that is defined, or defines itself, as a community, and the resources that exist within that community, carried out with the active involvement of the community itself, for the purpose of developing an action plan or other means of improving the quality of life of the community’.
[bookmark: _Hlk518916647]However, Wilson et al (2004) discuss the negative consequences utilitarian profiling can result in, when arguing the point around……
‘considerations of the role of prejudice. Analogizing to profiling about the sources of prejudice, activators of prejudice, and legitimacy gained from acting on prejudice, among key decision makers in other institutional domains—namely, employers in the workplace and brokers/landlords in the housing market—the authors maintain that prejudice is a source of profiling’.
[bookmark: _Hlk518916722]Whilst Harris (2012) focuses on ‘Failed Evidence’, concentrating on means to evade it, he enlightens us that….  
‘The resistance to better, more accurate investigative techniques has its roots in two aspects of human thinking: cognitive barriers (e.g., cognitive dissonance, group polarization, and loss aversion), and institutional and political barriers (e.g., the imperatives of arrest and conviction, the ingrained “us versus them” culture)’ 
 ……. further conceptualising that these problems are considered barriers to ‘positive change’;
a statement affirmed by Glover (2009, p. 34) when discussing racial profiling and the discrimination practices of police officers, deliberating concerns of their ‘non-compliance’ of enforced racial laws. 
The purpose of CP is considered “a mission of special justice” by Ogbul (2017); interpreting justice as being geographical, asserting the opinion that by creating practice that “elevates stories of those most often been silenced” enables every person to have an equal opportunity in voicing their story, further stating “the equitable distribution of resources, services and access is a basic human right” (Freeman, 2011). Community Planning (2016) explain that local people have insight and knowledge of their environment, thus enabling better decisions and outcomes; claiming that CP creates a more responsive environment that can ‘more easily be constantly tuned and refined to cater for people’s changing requirements’, further considering its sustainability due to ‘people feel more attached to an environment they have helped create’, asserting that ‘Involvement builds local people’s confidence, capabilities, skills and ability to co-operate’, empowering them, enabling them to ‘tackle other challenges, both individually and collectively’.
Blair (1998, cited in Community Planning, 2016) confirmed in his national strategy for Neighbourhood Renewal, 1998 that……. 
‘Experience shows that success depends on communities themselves having the power and taking the responsibility to make things better. A new approach is long overdue. It has to be comprehensive, long-term and founded on what works’. 
However, Stoecker (2013, p. 48) is of the opinion that when developing change in the community via research and profiling, if peoples ‘cherished values, challenges and successes’ are overlooked it could be ‘doing harm’, the process could be interpreted unduly from the researcher’s perspective; further explaining this discernment (p. 56) in his view that during collaboration with people, researchers
 ‘often feel caught between thinking we know what’s best for the community or not contributing our own perspective for fear of being too influential’. 
Hawtin and Percy-Smith (2007, p. 64) agree that ‘matching method to purpose; developing research questions and then considering what the best method is to use to answer them’ are key factors to deliberate when carrying out community profiles, considering information to be the ‘foundation of a community profile’ (p. 91) requiring clarity collected through a variety of different methods resulting in reliable information regarding the services, resources and needs of the community (p. 92). They inform us that storing and analysing of data will depend on the method approach used (qualitative/quantitative), further acknowledging that by effectively communicating the profile, results will produce maximum impact in ‘changing people’s understanding/attitudes and/or policies and practice affecting the locality’ (p. 121).    
[bookmark: _Hlk518132624][bookmark: _Hlk517288198]The focus group selected for study are retired elderly people described by House of Commons Library (2015) as being ‘economically inactive’ ‘non-contributors’ and in receipt of pensions, perceived by society as taking money from the national ‘pot’ and not adding to it (Abrahams, 2018 cited in Age UK, 2018). The group live within residential care homes, are therefore not cared for within their own family setting and considered as being reliant upon ‘others’ (i.e. people who are not connected to them) for all their care provision (Zevallos, 2017). In a capitalist world of need, want, profit and usefulness, society only values things if they are worth something (Marx, 2009). Head (2000 p. 3) recognises that these non-contributing elderly people who have previously contributed to both society and the economy and having brought up their families, are perceived as no longer useful by society, their family or business, they feel worthless, of no value, some even having no family connections; however, Thiele (2013 p. 156) believes that ‘natural capital is a stock of resources’. Elderly people are considered the ‘coffee grinds’ of our society (used, no longer contributing to the economy so we just throw them away) (Age UK, 2013). They are often viewed as a drain on both our health service and social services, placing increased demand/dependence on both hospital and community services (Office for National Statistics, 2015) (ONS). An ageing population having complex health issues taking up beds in our hospitals causing ‘bed blocking’, and increased dementia related illnesses causing a drain on government resources (British Medical Association, 2017 p. 28). Contemporary society considering them a burden on their families who relinquish their care to ‘others’ within the residential care system. 
Having lived their lives with identity and purpose, potentially with status and or place within both family and social groups, these elderly people now face a future absent of both, feeling vulnerable, having lost control and purpose in their lives, suffering loss of identity, having no name, no voice – they are nobodies, worthless, ignored and stereotyped (Age UK, 2013), labelled with ‘old geezer’, ‘old bird’ and other insolent/disrespectful dialogue. Castells (1997, cited in O’Riordan 2001, p. 61) identifying that…. 
‘Identities are so important, and ultimately so powerful in this ever-changing power structure because they build interests, values and projects around experience’.
Contrary to the belief of Ogbul (2017), some elderly people choose to live in residential care, as opposed to being ‘removed’ against their will and placed in care (Wood, 2013 cited in Community Care, 2018). They are said to welcome the structure it provides to their daily routine allowing them natural opportunities for social interaction; the experience and dedication of some carers offers them safety and security, with services readily available when needed (NHS UK choices, 2018); thus, alleviating family obligation to care for ageing relatives, leading the IPC (2017) to have strong views on that….    
‘receiving quality care that will result in their achieving or maintaining their ‘highest practicable’ physical, mental, and psychosocial well-being’.
However, Which? (2017) challenges this wide-ranging claim by expressing concern regarding the variations of care provision from home to home, asserting the view ‘the care system is failing to provide the support that we and our loved ones need’. Alongside this, motivations for making such a life decision may very often be under duress or lack of choice of potential alternatives to residential care; with this gentrification synonymous with displacement, undoubtedly creating feelings of “agony of losing a place that tells your story” (Ogbul, 2017). 
Questioning this as a decision put off to later life when residential/nursing care becomes an inevitable option due to age related/degenerative conditions, complex care needs or ultimately when an individual’s condition ‘cannot be adequately managed in the community and are failing to meet all needs’ (Dzhingarov, 2015). 
Underpinning this study, is the rationale of the importance this particular community has to the researcher; it is acknowledged that the natural phenomenon of elderly people being cared for by their families at home which once existed as ‘normal’ custom and practice has been ruined by the bourgeois within a capitalist society (Marx, 2009), steering families further away from this previously accepted tradition within Western civilisation. Head (2000, p. 3) advises us ‘much of our thinking on these issues is constrained by a number of dualisms within Western thinking’, whilst within Eastern cultures it is generally considered ‘normal’ practice to care for and support elderly people at home, they are respected, valued and held in high esteem for their knowledge and wisdom, and not excluded due to age; the OSM (2018) asserts a view that….
‘Filipinos are generally known to take care of their elderly family members and not leave them to the care of an institution or other people’
In acknowledgment, the researcher maintains a focus and an assertion that in order to facilitate the sustainability of elderly people living in residential care, it is essential their ‘right to lead a life of dignity and independence, participate in social and cultural life’, be respected, valued, have a voice and choice (European Union Agency for Fundamental Rights, 2018). They further confirm in their statement that….
 ‘The Union recognises and respects the rights of the elderly to lead a life of dignity and independence and to participate in social and cultural life’      
[bookmark: _Hlk518563405][bookmark: _Hlk518547132]The purpose of this CP is to examine whether the needs of elderly people in care home communities are being met (Hawtin and Percy-Smith, 2007, p. 13). It will further engage with elder-care residents to identify service-provision trends by carrying out a needs assessment in a local elderly care-home community, with the specific aim of supporting the community in developing their own means for ‘self-capacity building’, helping them build an understanding of their own community issues by adopting an inclusive and cohesive approach to community change and neighbourhood regeneration by addressing the ‘social, economic and physical aspects together rather than as single issues’ (Hawtin and Percy-Smith, 2007, p. 12), with a clear focus of objects aligned to its purpose and desired community generated outcomes. Having established contact and permissions, then the profile exercise would proceed and be offered up in support of communicating confirmation of ‘new needs’ to the local authority (Burton, 1993). Moule (2018, p. 19) perceives the concept of self-generated knowledge as….
‘Knowledge based on common sense is therefore gained through accepted understanding and developed through individual experience that is not associated with any formal education or training’
[bookmark: _Hlk519000916][bookmark: _Hlk518564330][bookmark: _Hlk518547697][bookmark: _Hlk519001032]Hawtin and Percy-Smith (2007, pp. 8-14) argue if elderly community capacity building is the main aim for carrying out a CP then ‘first, the community must be involved at all stages of the exercise’, thus allowing voice, choice and control to be invoked and maintained by people in the community and assert an opinion that the aim of providing autonomy to people in the community will not be achieved if the motivation for change is externally driven by those in authority. In the absence of community motivation, CP becomes forced and power coercive in the relationship between those with power and those ‘powerless’ oppressed people who lack ‘consequentiazo’ (realisation) that they actually need/want to change and would question any change in the status quo; agreeing with Moule’s view on authoritarianism (2018, p. 20) that….  
‘Each person in the health and social care environment has the potential to be seen as an authority. This may develop from the person’s position, which is likely to be one of power, or the person’s perceived knowledge & experience, or the very personality & self-portrayal of the individual’.
Leading Hawtin and Percy-Smith (2007, p. 14) to further claim that that the CP process must afford plenty of opportunities for members of the community to be involved, but at the same time ensuring the ‘project’ keeps moving forward with feedback communicated efficiently and effectively, enabling any issues to be resolved. 
[bookmark: _Hlk518812004]The potential criticisms of carrying out a CP includes the possibility that those with ‘power and control’, those with ‘social capital’ will position themselves as drivers of the project, ultimately running the risk that the project to them, is ‘just a project’, without real importance or significance (Green, 2000); viewing the CP exercise in such a way that ‘only if it is your life’ will it be important and meaningful (Freire, 1968). This isolating, ‘psycho-emotional disablism’ is viewed by Cameron (2014, p. 123) as negatively impacting on peoples’ feelings of value, self-confidence and worth; further arguing the point where the person (elderly community) is perceived as the problem and made to change to suit those ‘medical model’ practitioners whose views could be asserted over those of the community. Cameron (2014, p. 63) suggests that some of the fundamental reasons authoritarians ‘disable’ people is a strong desire for personal validation of their superiority, power and identity, indicative of a capitalist regime (Marx, 2009; Kahl, 1957); and further views it as ‘a requirement for the functioning of the social and economic system’.
Failure on the part of the CP practitioner to value ‘disabled’ i.e. elderly people, would according to Cameron (2014, p. 63) result in their victimisation, ultimately risking locating this practice within direct conflict of the Welsh Government’s legislation – The Strategy for Older People in Wales 2013-2020 (2013), of respect, dignity and care promoted in their minimum care standards (2004), corresponding accordingly with the Advocacy Charter (QPM, 2018).  
Acknowleding that community profiles have many positive elements when used appropriately, it is essential that any negative aspects are prevented from misdirecting positive efforts in support of community resilience initiatives (Thompson, 1967 cited in Warren and Tomaskovic-Devey, 2009 p. 345). Ensuring that criticisms do not outweigh any momentum where community profiles retain a community centred planning focus requires management strategies to be independently audited for compliance within a community generated demand (Hawtin et al, 1998). In the case of elderly people residing in care homes, it is pertinent to identify that many were born into a young ‘nanny state’ movement centred around the NHS, existing community resilience being replaced to significant degrees by developing services motivated to care for those who previously existed by their own means supported by community dependency borne out of necessity (Department of Health, 2013).
Current NHS presently suffering under the burden witness growing demands with the shortfall in services being increasingly supported by third sector charitable organisations (ONS, 2014). According to current political rhetoric, it is those employed people living within community who will via taxation bear the increased financial burden for meeting the demands for improvements via increased personal taxation, this bearing the mark of CP on a significantly larger national scale (Wales Audit Office, 2017; Wales Government, 2018). 
In constructing a CP for the identified group of ‘People now Living Dependently in Elderly Residential Care Homes’ i.e. those having transitioned away from independent, autonomous living, it is pertinent to note the shifting trends away from self-sustaining family groups to groups with reliance on what is now known as the ‘Welfare State’ in partiality to more family or community-based sustainability. The Welsh Government (2018) in attempting to establish inclusionary practice claim that….
‘we are establishing a fairer, sustainable system for paying for social care as Wales has a higher proportion of people with lower financial means compared to the rest of the UK. We are introducing changes to the way people pay for care and support which takes this into account’.
[bookmark: _Hlk517356125]The assertion of dominance by government-led ‘care’ over the lives of elderly people witness an inseparable existence where having serviced the needs of government (and business) the elderly person having superseded their usefulness is now seen as ‘waste product’ held temporarily in residential care prior to disposal, Wood (2013, cited in Community Care, 2013) asserts a view that….
‘this notion of placing people in wherever the available beds are in care homes should not be any more acceptable just because people are coming towards the end of their lives’.
 Local Government staff (executives and managers included), viewing elderly care not so much as a social privilege but more as a burden passing to local authorities during times of austerity and shifting family commitments, very often fulfilled by under-qualified, under motivated care staff (Helm, 2016). 
The upskilling of carers working in elderly residential care homes would significantly raise the standards of care presently experienced by the people living in them (Wales On-line, 2015). The Welsh Assembly Government Care Standards Act (CSA) 2000, in its naivety seeks to promote ‘minimum standards’ within care homes, however by introducing national ‘minimum standards’ and not ‘best standards’ carers aspirations are not elevated inevitably leading to poor quality care; a point argued by Wood (2013, cited in Community Care, 2013) when considering the future of residential care as….
‘Residential care denies older people the rights most of us take for granted. We do need to consider whether the model of residential care is fit for the future’,
…. a contravention of the Human Rights Act (1998) where ‘cradle to grave’ care (Beverage, 1942) is a human right, further stating….
‘Human rights are the basic rights and freedoms that belong to every person in the world, from birth until death. They apply regardless of where you are from, what you believe or how you choose to live your life. These basic rights are based on shared values like dignity, fairness, equality, respect and independence’ (Equality and Human Rights Commission, 2018). 
Elderly people who have contributed to society should be a privilege to look after, however it is an undervalued occupation, not reflected in carers wages; Cameron (2013) and Ransom (2011) view carers as poorly qualified, poorly trained and poorly paid, therefore until their status is upgraded the care paradigm utilised is flawed, ultimately resulting in the claim that when carers don’t value what they do, they don’t value the people they care for; if people hate their job they end up hating elderly people (Benjamin Franklin Effect), resulting in ‘we dislike those we treat badly and we treat badly those we dislike’ (Franklin, 2016).
[bookmark: _Hlk518914564]Elderly people are perceived by society as a drain on resources and services, worthless, an inconvenience, having no value (Wales Audit Office, 2017; Wales Government, 2018; BBC, 2018). A capitalist society cannot afford or sustain a workforce to stay at home and care for their elderly (Marx, 2009), therefore the government pay them to work in care homes so they pay tax thus contributing to a capitalist society.    
Adopting a critical Marxist position, it is questionable whether this is an attempt by the ‘bourgeoise’ to placate the ‘proletariat’ into ensuring compliance via complacency as the proletariat begin to understand the hopelessness of their position as being impotent to make changes to the actual issues that they are concerned with (Marx, 2009). Goldman’s (no date, p.35) anarchistic view signifies the freedom of the human mind from religious control, freedom of the body from materialistic need, and liberty from the chains of government enforcement; further viewing potential anarchism arising from a community demand i.e. profile outcome as…. 
‘social order based on the free grouping of individuals for the purpose of producing real social wealth; an order that will guarantee to every human being free access to the earth and full enjoyment of the necessities of life, according to individual desires, tastes and inclinations’   
…. aligning itself with Marx (2009), who further imposes that the majority of people merely want the freedom to be comfortable and are not really interested in participating in the ‘game’ of capitalism, seeing it as something for ‘others’ (Zevallos, 2017; Kahl, 1957). The conceptual opinion adopted by Kahl (1957) in his ‘Model of Class Structure’ relays a powerful message to society implying that peoples’ opportunities in life are influenced by their starting position, i.e. social class they are born into; questioning whether ‘work hard and you will get ahead’ is still possible with the inequalities of contemporary society. Deliberating health inequalities, Blair (1998, cited in Socialist Health Association, 2000) maintains that ‘our enduring values of fairness, justice, the equal worth and dignity of all’ should not be abandoned. 
[bookmark: _Hlk519000818]Rokab’s (2017) reflection of how having travelled so far from our ‘nature’ we now require laws and legislations ‘instructing’ us how our elderly should be cared for, something society did naturally in the past, but who now asserts the view that the interdependence that once co-originated between man and nature has been spoiled by the arrogance of man. The Welsh Government (2017) claim in the Well-being of Future Generations (Wales) Act 2015 to improve the social, economic and cultural well-being of Wales by planning ahead for future needs, promoting a more ‘sustainable and equal community’ is commendable, however the Act fails to include present day elderly people leaving us to doubt whether it is merely an aspirational or achievable goal, questioning who is actually ‘speaking up for the elderly’ now (Advocacy Charter, 2018). However, the Welsh Government (2017) contest in the Well-being Act that….
‘Early work will involve supporting all older people to have voice and control over their health and social care, with a focus on commissioning, safeguarding and advocacy’
…. a policy supported by the Welsh Government’s Strategy for Older People in Wales 2013-2023 (2013) envisioning that….  
‘all older people in Wales have the social, environmental and financial resources they need to deal with the opportunities and challenges they face, in order to achieve a sense of purpose and control in their lives. It is not enough to nullify disabling conditions; we must also create conditions in which all older people can flourish’
This moot point provides a basis for debate within parliament wherein various political parties arbitrarily contest its importance, a matter contended within the Social Services and Well-being Act 2014 (House of Commons Library, 2015; Welsh Government, 2014).  
[bookmark: _Hlk518746717][bookmark: _Hlk518995368]This CP will critically explore the needs of the identified community i.e.  ‘Elderly People Living in Residential Care’ and examine how this community could work towards becoming sustainable by focusing on key areas/issues of concern to the research and the community (Hawtin and Percy-Smith, p. 2). It will aim to assess the needs of the community and to identify the current gaps in service provision with the intention of establishing recommendations for improving the well-being of the community (Equality and Human Rights Commission, 2018; Freeman 2011, p. 41). It will highlight issues and provide an overview of the challenges from a sustainability perspective, questioning how sustainable the community is and what impact the Well-being of Future Generations (Wales) Act 2015 has on it.  
[bookmark: _GoBack]Community Planning (2016) deliberates that worldwide there is an increased demand for more local people to have greater ‘involvement in the planning and management of the environment’, an idea perceived as being the ultimate way people will achieve the environment they want, now regarded as ‘the best way of ensuring that communities become safer, stronger, wealthier and more sustainable’.  
[bookmark: _Hlk519000656][bookmark: _Hlk518807629][bookmark: _Hlk518915733]In planning a CP, it is essential that community involvement is used alongside a wide range of ‘stakeholders’ (i.e. participatory research paradigm) thus promising fair representation of wider community needs and assurance of access to professional skills throughout the process (Stoecker, 2007 p. 50). The importance in recognising the general structure of a community is crucial in developing aims and objectives of the profile, whilst firstly considering any potential ethical implications professional support could have on the community (Hawtin and Percy-Smith 2007, p. 50). Stoecker (2013, p. 55) is of the opinion that ‘ultimately, community development is about achieving outcomes’ i.e. ‘improved housing, jobs, access to healthcare, less discrimination, violence and more justice’, considering it as being about ‘designing the most effective strategy to achieve the community goals’ confirming that by having a wide range of knowledge will aid in preventing any potential failure of solving the issue. This is best effected if the primary driver comes from within the community and is not enforced by external forces; questioning if any externally driven assertion can be pure in motive since those in power and control will want something in return e.g. higher output and contribution to a capitalist world (Marx, 2009; Kahl, 1957; Freire, 1968). 
[bookmark: _Hlk518889963][bookmark: _Hlk518825128]Stoecker (2013, p. 56), when discussing participatory action research believes that development of good relations between researcher and community enhances CP design, supporting the process; with the researcher being mindful of not imposing their thoughts of ‘we know what’s best for the community’ and refrain from contributing personal opinions (or constrained by commissioners of the CP) (Stoecker, 2013 p. 57; Denzin and Lincoln, 2003 p. 94). Inevitably leading to the researcher having all of the knowledge, power and control to initiate the project, leaving the community to ‘provide the action’ and prevented from taking ownership of the project (Freire, 1968). Hawtin et al (1998) agree that ‘issues of ownership and management of the whole process are important’ in empowering the community.  
[bookmark: _Hlk518835318]The selection of methods to be used in a CP is according to Hawtin and Percy-Smith (2007, p. 52) dependent on…. 
‘the overall purpose and objectives of your profile, the questions that you are seeking to answer, possible sources of information and the methods most likely to elicit that information’
[bookmark: _Hlk518891828]….and agree that spending time on the development of specific research questions will result in methods used that will ‘generate appropriate and relevant information’; however, of great significance and pertinent to conforming with ethical standards when selecting methods is ensuring that confidentiality is adhered to and maintained throughout the entire project, with informed consent from people wishing to participate given freely and not under any undue force (Denzin and Lincoln, 2003 p. 137). A point argued by Packham (1998, cited in Hawtin and Percy-Smith, 2007 p. 53) when discussing the potential of some research methods and rendering them ‘inappropriate’ to use in community development by being ‘exploitative and deskilling’. They further deliberate the importance of considering the timescale required to complete the profile thus ensuring specific deadlines are met for submitting the proposal, having initially obtained adequate, appropriate and valuable information pertinent to the questions.  
[bookmark: _Hlk518898595][bookmark: _Hlk518903922][bookmark: _Hlk518904093]Stone (1985) claims that prior to final decisions being made regarding which methods to utilise in the profile, it is essential to examine relevant existing secondary data, information and reports, identifying any relevant resources already available i.e. skills/funding, with new primary data providing more precise answers to the research question, impacting more positively on the profile. According to Green (2007), the approach to collecting primary data when conducting a CP is dependent on how many people the information is needed from, suggesting that a quantitative approach i.e. social surveys be mainly utilised for large numbers, and qualitative for smaller numbers, i.e. semi-structured/unstructured interviews, focus groups, case stories; however, when discussing advantages/disadvantages of both methods, further considers the merits of mixed methods, agreeing that it results in ‘the collection of richer information and a more comprehensive and rounded view of the community’. An important point discussed by Hawtin and Percy-Smith (2007, p. 64) when deliberating that essential to obtaining a complete representation of the community when developing this research project is inclusion and engagement with people considered ‘hard to reach’ members of the community, i.e. those with a language/speech barrier, hearing/sight impediment or for reasons of a cultural nature, or those who have poor literacy.
[bookmark: _Hlk519002521]Having collected the data, the process of analysing the information is according to Burton (1993) dependent on the size of the survey, what analysis is required, along with what expertise and resources are available in order to derive clarity from the details identified; allowing key concepts and themes to emerge (Denzin & Lincoln, 2013). Deeper analysis indicating potential impacts the CP may have; in this way the needs of the community and government are identified (Burton, 1993).
[bookmark: _Hlk519000319]Throughout this preparatory exploration, and in anticipation of utilising this format within a future dissertation, the potential positive impacts of CP have been investigated with sceptical attention (Stoecker, 2013). Initially, negative aspects of ‘expert’ directives, i.e. those external from the community, had raised researcher concerns as to the validity of such a process given that the impetus for engagement emanated from an external source (Marx, 2009; Kahl, 1957; Freire, 1968); a source with an agenda not driven from within community of focus (Hawtin et al, 1998). 
Having established greater understandings of CP this has done little to reassure the researcher that this process is potentially a ‘tool’ with capacity to manipulate those who would follow blindly (Hawtin and Percy-Smith, 2007 p. 1; Stoecker, 2013 p. 49). Should any ‘local’ enterprise suggest the use of CP, then it is essential that a ‘critical and independent local expert’ be appointed so as to reassure the less well informed amongst the community that practice remains ‘community focused’ throughout the whole process, and… that further to this, any findings, conclusions or recommendations refrain from asserting community approval until a thorough review process confirms both content and intent of purpose in support of a sustainable community (Wilson et al, 2004; Harris, 2012). It is not too difficult to understand why Cameron (2014) interprets the concept of CP as the person (community in this case) as the problem and made to change to suit those ‘medical model’ practitioners views. 
Having investigated the proposal of a CP designed to explore its needs and the evaluation of whether the chosen community could work towards becoming a more sustainable community, it is concluded that as a ‘practitioner led’ exercise the CP is arguably invasive, pervasive and falls short of being realistic (Cameron, 2014). The process of a ‘needs assessment’ designed to facilitate ‘self-capacity building’ in a community is questionable in that… should a CP go beyond an ‘assessment of needs’ in order to identify strengths and weaknesses forming links between issues, then it must do so with the informed consent of that community (Hawtin and Percy-Smith, 2007). It is uncertain whether supporting the development of a CP within elderly care would only serve the community to be exploited, controlled and used by a capitalist system as the community has no further use, value or interest to them, therefore posing the question is a CP only being ‘done to’ rather than done for/with/by the community (Marx, 2009; Kahl, 1957; Freire, 1968)?
In developing capacity for the community, it is crucial to understand what purpose the aims of a CP set out to achieve; merely containing needs assessment and identifying gaps in provision where austerity prevents their implementation only serves to negate community involvement (Stoecker, 2007). In order to establish recommendations for improving the well-being of the community, a CP is generally used to highlight issues and provide an overview of challenges from sustainability perspectives; an example of a focus-issue would be evaluating what the impact the Well-being of Future Generations (Wales) Act 2015 has had on the elderly community, and how this might have benefitted the community or not, further seeking to identify why this may not be a positive report (Welsh Government, 2017). 
However, barriers against the success of a CP include trust, suspicion and understanding between the community and those external agents initiating the profile, low expectations within the community borne from previously failed initiatives, schemes or outcomes, and/or possibly lack of resources to implement plans to achieve identified outcomes (Hawtin and Percy-Smith, 2007).  
Therefore, it can be recommended that if a CP is to be implemented, it should be done for or with or by the community, and not ‘done to’ by those who command power (Moule, 2018). 
In the absence of strong internal drivers from within the community, no CP should be undertaken prior to any formalisation of project focus, with undertakings made by those with the resources to meet identified outcomes deficit (Burton, 1993).
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