Peer one response 
[bookmark: _GoBack]I agree with you in your response to question 3 when you indicate that, the two authors argue on imperial regimes using aspects of food production, circulation and consumption of foods in the nations they conquered. Food was the main thing which would make people tore to the line of their colonizers; the empires would distribute foods in their regimes, they would make inventions and tests to any newly introduced food before taking it to the broad light of people. On this hand, people seemed to build trust on them and hence respected their views. Moreover, these regimes were too destabilized by these foodstuffs, it came to a point where slaves resisted attempts by British and French colonies to introduce flour made from the Tahitian breadfruit tree. Slaves could not take it more than to turn against the wishes of their masters on the introduction of the new foods. In this regard food production, circulation and consumption helped to stabilize and destabilize imperial regimes
