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 The Olympic Games, the effects that coincide with both hosting and non-hosting countries.

School of Sport, Health and Outdoor Education (SHOE), University of Wales Trinity Saint David, Carmarthen.
Jack Thomas

The purpose behind this study is to investigate and critically review the impacts which are created from “mega-events “in this instance the Olympic Games. Also in how they affect hosting and non-hosting cities in the long term as well as the immediate and short-term effects. Roch (2012), defines mega-events as sporting events which are consisted of a large scaled competition that has a great appeal and that brings a broad interest and ensure international significance. These events are seen to be organised in a selected city or either spread across a single county which then attracts a worldwide attention to the event bringing many participants and spectators, which results in large scale media attention and expresses a large investment in infrastructure, logistics and security services by the host. These mega-events can be also being known as hallmarks which can be found in various forms such as the World cup (football) and Olympic games, these can be seen as highly prized assets. These events are highly contested by hosting countries spending large sums of money just alone in the bidding process and if successful much more money is spent in the preparation in hosting the event such as infrastructures, sports facilities and furthermore necessaries.  These mega-events are usually organised by government agencies at the national and local levels along with national and international sports associations and 
federations (Hall, 1992) 
One of the main focusses of a mega sporting event, as briefly stated previously is the ability to bring and attract a worldwide audience which then can create and further increase the impact on the hosts, however this could result in consequently projecting an image of the hosts culture and social organisation as well as the political and economic power.  A major factor which has noticeably increase the exposure and significantly benefited in the rise of mega sporting events has been the development and contribution of information technology and communication which has help to create a global audience.
The arrival and implication of commercial television in the middle of the twentieth century helped to great a relation between sport and media. Especially in recent developments such as internet being utilized as a communication tool to open up new opportunities to for promotion on a global scale. (Ferrando, 1990; Roche, 2012).  
Kim and Petrick (2005) suggest that, “mega-event authorities with often examine, and take great interest in economic criteria rather than spending and any genuine time exploring the wider social and cultural impacts of their event.” 
The benefits of hosting major sport events have become an increasingly controversial topic in sport event management literature with a variety of benefits being suggested for host cities. More and more literature has focused on actual impacts, particularly the economic impacts (Dobson, 2000; Dobson and Gratton, 1995; Gratton and Press, 2008; Hall, 2006; Solberg and Preuss, 2007; Roche, 1992; Tien, Lo and Lin , 2011) given the view that numerous visitors travel and spend significant sums during their stay. Sport events can raise the profile of a city and are often linked to a cities desire to re-invent or re-image, itself and provide urban regeneration and tourism development (Bianchini and Schwengel, 1991).
The hosting of these mega-events is routinely underpinned therefore by long-term economic and social consequences, or legacy (Mules and Faulkner, 1996) 
Mega events can cause also leave behind a negative legacy such as tax increases and prevalence of price inflation (Deccio and Baloglu, 2002). They can create societal problems such as congestion, increased crime (Hall and selwood, 1989) and anti-social behaviour (Wann, Hunter, Ryan and Wright, 2001), hooliganism (Barker, 2004) unruly behaviour (Getz, 2005) and crowding out effects (French and Disher, 1997). Baker, Page and Meyer (2002) even found that areas outside the main even location can be at even greater risk of increased crime due to the redeployment or even lack of security resources to the event district.
Another factor which is considered highly is inadequate infrastructure, poor facilities and improper practices, these can also be realised with a key focus on game-related facilities. This could result in damaging the image of the host community and lessen the attractiveness of cities nearby, therefore creating an effect on the legacy which remains after the event has ended (Ritchie, 1984) Tosun (2002) “raised concerns about clashes in cultural values between hosts and tourists whilst others have focussed on issues related to pollution, poor physical environments, loss of amenities and the destruction of historical resources and cultural monuments” (Qi, Gibson, and Zhang, 2009).

Olympic Games

Girginov and Parry (2005) state the importance effects of the Olympic games as “significant economic, social, political and cultural importance” this can be further expanded by Dobson and Gratton (1995) as being “catalyst for urban regeneration and economic growth”.
However, competition to stage the Olympic is fading with 11 cities bidding for the Olympics to 5 cities for the 2020 Olympics (Chappelet, 2013).
Even though a successful bid of the games may seem to result in a large investment in various areas such as sporting facilities and supporting infrastructure to push for economic activity. There have been times such as the Athens Olympic games of 2004 brought economic disorder rather than opulence and influence which was foreseen of the games. 
Although this maybe what some finding and studies may suggest, Evangelia Kasimati and Peter Dawson (2008) conducted a study based around assessing the impact of the 2004 Athens Olympic Games on the Greek economy, they conducted this by using aggregate macroeconometric model that helped identify and support that the Olympic event could boost the economy of the hosting city by generating benefits which outweighed the costs in preparation .From the study they found that the immediate effects where recognisable and appeared “quite strong “ during the period of the event taking place and prior in the preparation phase of the games, however  they found in the long term, “economic legacy effects  appeared to be quite modest.” 
Greece’s’ successful bid in 2004 for the summer Olympic Games resulted in the country being the smallest to host the games since Finland 1952. This provided the opportunity for the development of Athens and to acquire world class sporting facilities and to upgrade in various areas such as transportation and telecommunication.
Veraros et al. (2004), found a positive and statistically significant impact on the Athens Stock Exchange following the announcement of the Athens bid for the games on the 5th September 1997. Various other studies have come to similar conclusions such as Papanikos (1999) and Balfousia-Savva et al.  The Athens, London and Beijing games, majority of the cost where financed by the public purse, which seems to appear as a growing importance the governments have attached to the notion of Olympic legacy. 
Beijing 2008 Olympic summer games successful bid received worldwide attention and provided the country an opportunity to present themselves on the global scale that they “we ready for economic growth and modernisation against a history of communist rule” (Economy and Segal, 2008). 
Beijing Olympics was able to promote international exchange in politics, culture, economics and sport and helped to build networks across the world. Xinhuanet (2008) reported that over 550 Chinese schools conducted sport and educational exchanges with international counterparts. 
Olympic Games should be able to generate an enormous emotion capital including pride and can-do feeling, as suggested by many authors (Crompton, 2001; Karadakis and Kaplanidou, 2012). For many Chinese, this pride was further enhanced as the hosting of the Beijing Olympics has been widely hailed in the media as a century-long dream come true (Luo and Huang, 2013)
Beijing was seen as the most expensive summer Olympic Games, with a figure of $40 billion quoted for infrastructure investment (Gratton et al., 2012) There was no doubt of that the Beijing games would have had a significant impact on China’s image to the rest of the world. The China Daily (2008) reported the one-third of the world’s population watched the games on television and nearly 6 million people visited the IOC website, although these figures have not been verified.
Travel and tourism was predicted to rise to record levels, new facilities would be built, dilapidated houses and neighbourhoods smartened up, subway lines constructed, a major investment in urban regeneration would begin (including a new airport terminal, subway line and business building programme) and multiple new water treatment plants with water and air sources heated pump systems would be installed to reduce air pollution and water shortages (Lee, Lee, Kang, Lee and Jeon, 2012)
One major factor a concern over recent years and publicly that was highlighted and concerned about was the air quality in and outside of china which could affect participants as well as attends of the event. As air pollution levels increase during the summer period within Beijing, during the period of 1ate 1990s to 2000s a significant improvement in air quality however due to the increase in growth in areas such as expansion transportation systems which contribute towards the areas pollution. (Hao and Wang, 2005) However, Beijing and National Governments introduced various pollution controlling measures which were designed to reduce area emissions within Beijing. 
The raising concern about environmental pollution led to the IOC (International Olympic Committee) to incorporate the environment impact as the third sphere of Olympic Games Global Impact project which launched in 2000 (Preuss, 2007)
It is therefore important to note that the non- host residents participating in this study where aware of the Beijing games of having a positive impact upon the awareness of the environmental protection, the use and understanding of green technology, a clear increase in the government’s investment in environmental protection and the promotion of a green lifestyle
A major concern, which myself personally believes to be an increasing factor, and not just the Olympic games but in all mega events is terrorist attacks and attempts. Its been a raising concern globally and not just in events such as these but they have been seen in this area before such as the bombing of Atlanta games in 1996. 
Even though the developments surrounding the subject of security have been on the rise as due to the advancements we have made like the technological advancements and preparation and planning of these occurrences. It’s always has been and will always be, in my personal thoughts to be a concern. As these events just continue to grow they will be seen as a “prime or ideal target” for terrorist-related activity, as seen the tourism levels will seem to increase resulting in security being increased to withstand the demand of the population and to ensure their safety.

Legacy

Studies based around this area of Olympic games look in-depth highly in the projection and economic impact, however a big discussion point is the long-term effects and footprint which is left from the games, theses are referred and seen as the “Olympic legacy”. These are usually seen as the positive effects which are a result of the games these can differ such as increased tourism after the games, business attraction and infrastructure investments that help improve the urban environment.) The Olympic Games is and has been a worldwide event which has the ability to result in benefits which can impact a community in ways such as their image and infrastructure. The concept of legacy was first considered in an Olympic context during the 1990’s with a focus on the planning of the 1996 Atlanta games, given the organisers desire to’ leave a legacy’ (see Chappelet, 2008) Event legacy, as used by the international Olympic committee (IOC), simply refers to the importance of sporting facilities, workforce and skills development and community programmes that should be left behind and ‘turned over’ to the public or local sport organisations after the games have reached their conclusion (Gratton and Preuss, 2008)
The main issue around the term legacy is that organising committees would imply that the term was broadly positive and that there were no negative impacts (Cashman, 2005). This has led to Preuss (2007) to define legacy further by indicating that a legacy can be considered as planned or unplanned consequences that may be positive or negative and/ or tangible or intangible structures created for and by a sport event that remain in place longer than the event itself. Chappelet 2012, has developed a working definition of legacy which is consistent with those proposed by Preuss and others (see Gratton and Preuss, 2008; Mangan, 2008; Masterman, 2009).
Positive legacy which are immediately recognisable range from sport facilities, new roads, subways and business networks, to those that are more difficult to quantify (improved image an reputation, feel good factors, social and cultural benefits ; Gratton and Preuss, 2008; Karadakis and Kaplanidou, 2012; Solberg and Preuss, 2007).There are also a number of negative legacies that might remain: construction debt, new roads can bring too much traffic or noise, sport facilities that become ‘white elephant’ infrastructure, opportunity costs, crowding out effects, increases in property rents , displacement of residents and so on. (Karadakis and Kaplanidou ,2012; liu and Wilson, 2014; Mangan, 2008)
With such a focus on sport events being used as leverage against a broader tourism and economic strategy, it is important to note that we cannot simply judge the success of an event on its short-term impact; we need to consider long-term post- event legacy. 

5 years later, Non-host perspective on the Beijing 2008 games.

D Lui, D Broom and R Wilson’s conducted a study based around the Beijing Olympic legacy and how the residents of a non-hosting city perceived the games five years on and how that perception would affect attitude towards hosting the games. The methodology behind this study was conducted of a survey based approach of 468 residents of the city of Shanghai. Once the data was collected, the Exploratory factor analysis (EFA) could identify the factors that respondents perceived of the Beijing Olympics. The outcome resulted in the identification of seven perceived and varied ranged of legacy impacts for the games. In ranked order, which was seen as the most significant factor are as followed:
1. Identity and culture
2. Psychic income and social capital 
3. Networks and cooperation 
4. Infrastructure and skills development 
5. Sport and health 
6. Tourism and economics 
7. Environment
From these findings we are able to identify that the benefits of emotion and the psychic income would be perceived as more of an impact over the economic benefits and development of infrastructure. These finding suggest that participants of the study, even though being conducted on a much smaller scale would be “ambivalent” of the promotion of China’s international image and status. 
Even though it is a highly discussed point in literature within this area, majority of literature mainly focusses on the positive factors and not as much in depth into the negative impacts on the image of the host. In this study, the findings suggest that the factor of tourism and “re-imaging” is not seen as a legacy of hosting the games by the people of Shanghai.
 The non-city residents would, seeming rather a legacy “which showcased Chinese history, traditional culture and social cohesion” resulting in a long-term legacy and strategic plan. 
To conclude, seeming as majority of the literate based around this topic area priorities in looking into the positives of the games and how the legacy that remains can result in only positives.  I believe that is not the case in all situation and is topic which should be furthermore discussed and studied around. Even though taking into consideration the various positive factors which co-inside with the games, the main factor which seems to be a reoccurring topic is the financial aspect of the games. Hosting the Olympics will grantee one thing sure, which is being as expensive processes which creates a domino effect. 
Due to the large economic effects which are a result of these high profiled mega-events Short et al. states a statement of “the promise of worldwide exposure and economic gain has made hosting these major and regularly scheduled sporting affairs a lucrative goal for aspiring cities around the world” (Short ,2000, P.320) 
Although this is key and major factor the hosts planning and preparation for such mega events need to be taking all considerations into account as one minor detail being not include or overseen in planning and preparation could create a massive effect on the outcome of the event. To myself it seems to be that is almost a gamble, where as these hosting country / cities are investing millions and millions of their own and tax payers’ money into these games where it could results in a positive manner where they invest large sums of money in improving the area juristically in various and wide range of other areas which could cause a positive knock on effect such as achieving set goals and pursuing and continue on a positive legacy of the games. However, in some instances this may not be the case and can cause to backfire on themselves, which when you have global attention from media and so on for hosting these sort of game will make it difficult for them to hide away any issues that may arise ,which then where I know personally myself included in this will look at these “issues” and look to compare hosts of the games to each other and try to identify who did what differently and why did it go well for some hosts and why not as so well with others ? It’s almost going to seen as a competition at times. 
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