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Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
This is a nice article dealing with ethnocentrism and global impact on herdsmen menace in 
Nigeria. I very much enjoyed reading this piece. I would suggest the authors just to make a 
few adjustments to the article: 
1. At the moment the paper does not have a clear-cut delimitation between introduction and 
literature review. It should be inserted a section entitled ‘Literature Review’ before the third 
phrase of the paper. 
2. In the introduction authors should explain international importance of their research and 
their contribution to the theory of ethnocentrism and global identity. 
3. I would suggest the authors to add some references to the concepts of global identity 
versus ‘glocalisation’. There are plenty of literature on debating this issue (see R 
Robertson’s works, Eric Swyngedouw 2004 etc). 
4. The role of identity was also studied in other similar studies, see the issue of identity of 
shepherds: 
O’Brien, T, Cretan, R (2019), The role of identity in the 2015 Romanian Shepherd Protests.  
Identities: Global Journal of Culture and Power. Doi: 10.1080/1070289X.2017.1400322 
5. On page 3, authors stipulate that: ‘Psychologically, it is instructive to note that persons 
displaced during the crises may tend to internalize the conflict approach to interpersonal 
interaction’. For this assertion there were previous studies showing this issue, so a citation 
could be placed here, please see: 
Vesalon, L., Cretan, R., (2012), ‘Development-induced displacement in Romania: the case 
of Rosia Montana mining project, Journal of Urban and Regional Analysis, 4(1), 63-75 
6. Conclusions looks very short. I would suggest limitations of the study, suggestion for 
further research, and recommendations to be merged in the section Conclusion. 
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