Part 1
The benefits of hosting the Olympics in London 2012 justified the money invested to deliver the event.
In 2012, the UK government hosted the Olympic games which cost them $15 billion which meant that the original budget of the event was overrun by 76% (arrive, Full scale of Olympic financial disasters revealed 2020). This immediately stands out as a problem as if there ais a budget it is clearly there for a reason, that reason being that by going over that budget the country will then struggle in other areas of the UK such as they may have to reduce the amount of funding in schools to fund a sporting event. However, due to it being such a predominant event with such a big following due to every country in the world taking part, during the Olympics taking place, we saw a net economic growth of £600 million to the visitor economy and that is excluding the money paid for tickets (Olympic Games legacy boosts economy by Billions). This would have benefited the surrounding businesses massively as they most likely would have never had to cater or provide services before for an event which will bring such a huge following from it as during the games there were 10,768 athletes competing from all different countries which with that brought more than 16 million visitors during the games which also broke the previous record set in the 2008 Olympic games which was just 10.6 million visitors. As well as this, the Olympic games also made it possible for more than three thousand athletes and 300,000 Olympic fans to be brought together and meet and interact online (LONDON 2012 FACTS & FIGURES 2013). 
The government believed that by hosting the games they could nearly triple the amount of money which they spent on organising and creating the event and get £41 billion back from it (Olympic Games legacy boosts economy by Billions). If this were the case then it shouldn’t have even been a debate at the time, they had clearly done their research into whether or not it would have been beneficial for the country and therefore should have acted even quicker to get this event prepared an arranged however it took them around 7 years of planning, design and construction which led to a forgotten part of London being transformed. By acting faster, they could have saved the UK money earlier rather than later and bid on the Olympics however, Ken Livingstone, the Mayor of London at the time, “famously said at the time that he did not bid to get three weeks of sport. He bid because “it was the only way to get billions of pounds out of the government to develop the East End – to clean the soil, put in the infrastructure and build the housing.” A core ambition of the winning bid to host the 2012 Olympic and Paralympic Games was to create a platform for a sustainable legacy of social, economic and physical regeneration” which implies that the government weren’t putting their money in the right places or so he felt so he took a huge risk in the hopes that it would pay off which in the end it did massively.
This type of event itself is an irregular event as it is a one off due to how much it can cost to not only bid on as a country but to also set up, it is a major international sporting event which generates significant economic activity from the high volume of spectators who wish to attend said event. Not only this but it also attracts a lot of attention in the media as it is an event which only comes around once every 4 years and each time in a different country to the last. The recent UK department of Trade and Industry estimate that a sum of £13.3bn benefited the UK economy from London 2012 include a highly notional £6bn of foreign direct investment after 2012 and £2.3bn from tourism over a period that includes the games. This would have meant that during the event, the sectors which had the most to gain were sectors such as tourism & hospitality, catering, retail, and taxis (Research, Sports Think Tank). However because they had the most to gain it also meant that if they could not adapt they would not succeed like their competitors which meant catering staff and hospitality staff would have had to get extra stock in to keep up with the demand of the consumers at the time and companies including taxi companies would have to increase their labour at that time so that no one has to wait in what their eyes would be considered a ridiculous amount of time.
Some of the main reasons for the government wanting the Olympic games to be held in the UK is so that they can firstly develop an economic boost particularly in tourism so that they are then able to develop things within the economy. A major benefit for them was that after the games were over the stadium, unlike many of the other pitches/courts used during the games, remained where it stood, and to improve the economic growth even more, West Ham United then later went on to buy the stadium to make it there permanent home ground. This took place just 4 years after the games in August 2016 where they signed a lease for the following 99 years (Grant, West Ham signs 99-year lease with London's Olympic Stadium 2017). 
Overall, I feel that the benefits of hosting the London 2012 Olympics did in fact justify the money invested to deliver the event as it has created more jobs for the economy whilst also funded local businesses and is still getting some sort of use out of the facilities due to it being West Ham United’s home ground still.

Part 2 
The strengths behind holding a major sporting event withing Neath Port Talbot is that it will have a huge economic impact. Port Talbot is not really known for its amazing views in Wales, the most well-known part of it in fact is the steel works, however that doesn’t have to be the case, with just a little bit of TLC it could become the must visit place in south Wales. By introducing something such as an indoor mountain biking centre in Port Talbot where we try and recreate some of the bike paths in Wales ranging in difficulty or even something as simple as creating multiple new facilities where you will be able to participate in a range of sports. All we would need to do is find the part of Port Talbot the most in need of a little bit of TLC to make the economic value increase by then proceeding to hold a major sporting event there which people are welcome to participate in nation wide
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