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Introduction-
In this essay there will be two articles being analysed and compared. ‘The economic impact of major sports events: a review of ten events in the UK’ Gratton, Shibli and Coleman and ‘The economic impact of local sport events: significant, limited or otherwise? A case study of four swimming events’ Wilson.
Both papers predominantly mention the economic impact of events in the UK. A major event in accordance to the New Zealand government’s website is defined as “Something that generates significant international media coverage in markets of interest for tourism and business opportunities” and that it “Generates significant immediate and long-term economic, social and cultural benefits”. The key themes in the first paper, the local event one include the five key research themes- “urban regeneration impacts, sporting legacy benefits, tourism and image sporting benefits, celebration, social and cultural benefits and the wider economic benefits” and the main aim of the paper was to ‘investigate the wider economic benefits of hosting sport events’  and  to ‘offer quantifiable data and economic impact estimates relating to Type E swimming events’ these being four local swimming events. The paper also mentions that a study of its nature could ‘help define the potential economic benefits of staging a relatively small, competitor led event’ The paper additionally aims to ‘establish whether ‘Gratton et al’s (2000) typology can be applied’ to the economic benefits associated with local events.
[bookmark: _GoBack]The second paper on the other hand looks at ten major events hosted by UK cities including The World Snooker Championships, and the economic impact of these major events, as well as it looks at other major sports events such as the Super Bowl and the Olympic Games. This paper also investigates whether there is a contrast between an event being a major sporting event and it having a major economic impact and just because an event may bring in lots of money, infrastructure for instance might come at a cost. 
There is plenty of similarities and differences between the two papers in terms of content and economic impact. Paper one for example includes urban regeneration which is a big factor in events in the tourism industry and paper two mentions urban revival and both are key research themes regarding the impact of sports events.  
In accordance to Urban Regeneration Worldbank “Every city has pockets of underused and underutilized land or distressed and decaying urban areas. These pockets of underused land weaken the city’s image, livability, and productivity” These underused areas of land for major events are usually taken over by new infrastructure for example the Olympics.
Both papers have an in depth study on additional, secondary expenditure such as what the visitors and competitors were spending and also where they were spending it be it on accommodation or food and drink. They both highlighted how important the secondary expenditure is on whether or not an event can be deemed as having economic success in particular paper 1 where the local swimming events meant that there were more day trippers so expenditure on food and drink as well as merchandise was very important, as well as the small number of people using local businesses for accommodation. Where as in the case in major sports events where accommodation is fully booked and other than the major events like the World Snooker Championships as well as the World Half Marathon the money is earned over a longer period of time not just one day events which gives more room for money to be spend and when people are staying overnight money can be then put into the local economy however day trippers for the swimming events mainly took packed lunches which meant they were not spending on food. COSDOM is shown to have the most additional expenditure and this was no doubt helped by the fact that the event was centrally located meaning there were lots of shops and restaurants to spend money at.
Shone and Parry (2016) suggest that the size of an event doesn’t necessarily have an implication on the economic success. “Thus, it might be quite reasonable to say that a fairly low-key event, such as a three day international conference of dentists, might have more economic impact than say, a premier league soccer match, because even though the soccer was higher profile, its spectators are more transient”.
However, Wilson stated in Paper 1 that COSDOM was hosted by the biggest venue and subsequently brought in more money than the other venues at £58,875. 
A major event can have other implications as well as economic, for instance, on a hosting city. Reputation can play a huge part and if the event is badly handled then this can have an impact on the city as also mentioned in the book-
 “Depositing a major international event on a small undeveloped community could do some damage to that community, perhaps resulting in the destruction of identity, particularly if the activity is badly handled, organised without thought for the outcomes, or without regard to the occupant capacity of the location”
Local events bring in more domestic tourists, the swimming events were attended by all British people and all were friends or relatives of the competitors. Whereas paper 2 showed a wider audience for the events as not only spectators but competitors too would have travelled for world championships. Paper 1 also backed the theory that ‘Type A’ events (Major Events) are mainly spectator driven- local events which are ‘Type C, D and E events’ competitor driven. Paper 2 as already mentioned also stated major events often lead to infrastructure being built which is economic drain, the stadiums are then left for isolation when event is finished- underutilized elite sporting facilities after the event which are of little use to the local population. 
In accordance to an article from the Independent, “Sporting events and new stadia also influence related sectors such as construction, leisure – gyms can see a rise in membership – and sports retail, as well as tourism”. This shows that although there may be money lost from infrastructure, the local economy may benefit from a rise in people going to local gyms and sports retail will rise through more people being active. 
There are many points in both papers that have been raised that can be looked at in the tourism industry for example urban regeneration is key for a destination to appeal to tourists. Money being spent in shops and restaurants can also benefit a destination as money can then be reinvested in the stores to make them more appealing for tourists. Secondary expenditure is crucial for the economic success of an event as the local people must also benefit from their town or city bringing in an event for it to be deemed a success. Transport is also a huge provision in the tourism industry, and so also what can be seen is for an event to work has to have good transport which is another source of income from tourists, spectators and participators. 
To conclude, both papers highlight the economic impacts of a sports event be it major or local. It is clear from reading both papers that for an event to be deemed a success economically various factors must come in to play, for instance whether the area around it is seeing development and regeneration, whether spectators and competitors are spending their money in to local businesses and whether the legacy of the event is good and facilities are used for years after as opposed to being abandoned as seen in the Olympics which then has a knock on effect on the host community.  
The tourism industry is heavily benefitted from major sporting events and they have an enormous effect on the GDP but it is clear that as major events only happen so often, the rest of the time the UK rely on local events and at these events as they are so frequent there is a lot of room for money to be spent. So finally, it is obvious that both have a positive economic impact and both do have their downsides as major events can leave areas derelict after the event and can have a drain on the economy with infrastructure and on the other hand although local events happen more frequently far less people visit as venues are smaller and there are more day trippers as opposed to people staying.  However this is not necessarily a negative as although they are only attending the events they might be spending money on food and drink and once the swimming events for instance are finished perhaps they will then go on to spend money in museums or other attractions to make a day of it and so the economy might be benefitted then also through additional expenditure.
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