The similarities and differences between local and major events
When comparing local and major events there is an obvious contrast between the two from the definitions. According to Bowdin (2012) ‘most communities produce a host of festivals and events that are targeted mainly at local audiences and staged primarily for their social, fun and entertainment value.’ Bowdin (2012) also says that ‘major events are events that by their scale and media interest, are capable of attracting significant visitor numbers, media coverage and economic benefits.’ Both of these definitions match up with the findings in both articles one and two. Article one is focusing on the economic impact on local events and how this smaller scale event can have an impact on the area’s economy as a whole, however, article two is focused on the major events that take place such as the Olympics and others of that kind. The aim of both articles was to find out what impact the event has on the economic status of that area but also to see what types of people go there and the process the host city goes through to get people to go to the event. The local events were based around 5 swimming competitions, whereas the second article was about ten different major events taking place in the UK.
According to De Gruyer ‘the topic of economic significance of sports events attracts substantial attention in the fields of sport event management and economics.’
When comparing the articles there were many similarities and differences between them both, but these similarities and differences come in five different categories; urban regeneration, sporting legacy benefits, tourism and image benefits, social and cultural benefits and economic benefits. All of these factors have a key role to play in the events industry and being able to see whether other events of a larger or smaller scale could give the host city an indication of what it may need to do to entice more people to go to their events. All of these have a major impact on the tourism industry as well as the events industry. Events bring people to an area and when the tourists are within an area that they have never been before or do not visit much they are likely to spend more money there on accommodation, food and drink and either merchandise or souvenirs to take back with them.
One of the main similarities between the two articles is that there is an increasing research output into both local and major events. As festivals and events become more and more popular people are starting to research into them more to see what the real difference between them is but also economically, socially and environmentally. Doing such research as this will allow other cities to know if they can withstand either a local or major event within their city financially and environmentally.
Additionally, the methodologies were conducted by standard questionnaires in both articles. In the article focusing on local events they were able to use the questionnaire so that surveyors were able to help address any interpretation issues and other problems experienced by respondents in order that data collection ran smoothly. In the article based on major events it talks about what they want to clarify by using the questionnaire such as the quantity of people going to and attending the event from outside of the host city and the number of those who have travelled in that are staying overnight.
Another similarity to mention between the two articles is that the majority of additional expenditure within the city is from the spectators or visitors of the events. In the local events even though the majority of people at the events were competitors it was the spectators that spent the additional money on extras other than food and drink. This could have been buying something in the swim shop after the event or going for a stroll into the city and having a look around shops or having something to eat outside of the event venue.
However, there are also numerous differences between the articles including how for major events, stadiums that have been in the host city for up to 15 years have to be replaced. In a host city if a major event has been planned to go there, they will be willing to knock down current structures to make space for newer more modern infrastructure so that the event can take place. However, for local events they use structures that have been used many times before and will often be the cities main leisure centre or community hall that the locals will already be familiar with and will be easy to find for people from outside of the host city.
Furthermore, economic impact studies show that the spending of sports tourists justifies the public subsidy. For local events they are usually funded by the government or the council from that local area is willing to cover the cost. Whereas, in major events the price paid for the new structure, entertainment will amount to a lot more, and there is going to be a large economic pressure on the city to get everything they need but to pay for it all as well. However, studies have shown that the city is likely to make the amount they spent on creating the event back through public spending, According to ‘The economic impact of major sports events: a review of ten events in the UK’ public spending from those who are visiting the area or who are supporters of those competing in local competitions or performing in major events are likely to spend the most money commercially than anybody else in the area at the time when an event is being held. The authors ‘Chris Gratton, Simon Shibli and Richard Colemen all claim that it is purely the spectators or visitors that are the reason for the additional expenditure in that host city. However, in ‘The economic impact of local sports events: significant, limited or otherwise? A case study of four swimming events’ this article claims that even though the spectators do make a large contribution to the expenditure of the host city it is also the competitors that make an impact as when they are competing somewhere whether it be for the day or for the night in some way they are going to make an impact on the cities expenditure. When the competitors go to their competitions or events wherever in the UK they may be held, it is likely that there is more than one of the competitors that will have to travel from outside the host city and book to stay somewhere overnight in an accommodation while they are getting ready for the event.
The major events have an option to use media to broadcast their event to everywhere in the UK so more people are going to be aware of where and what is going on in that particular event. Unfortunately, local events do not have the novelty of using media to promote their events as they do not have enough funding to get any adverts out or any radio broadcasts. However, you could argue that local events are not solely interested in having their city recognised they are happy to have their locals attend and not have any others from outside come in, but when they do this is an additional bonus as they are likely to spend money on accommodation and food where the articles on local events claim that those who come from outside the host city spend the most expenditure on food and accommodation. 
Overall, even though both local and major events both attract people they are on very different scales and due to the amount of difference in number of people attending this can lead to a large difference in the economic impact on the area.
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