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The Shang-Chou Slave-Society Theory:
A Refutation

Ping-ti Ho

Abstract

To be duly regarded as a slave, one has to possess the following
characteristics. 1. Being in the nature of a “thing”(res) or “chattel”, he
1s devoid of human rights and obligations. 2. A slave is the one whose
relationship with his original race, state, religion, kinship and family has
been completely uprooted. 3. From the society’s standpoint, a slave is
always an “outsider.”

A critical examination of relevant archaeological and literary data
of the Shang-Chou period, based on these three criteria, leads to the fol-
lowing conclusion: the overwhelming majorities of the Shang-Chou pop-
ulations, being “chung £&” and “shu-jen £ A" respectively, all enjoyed
ordinary family and kinship relationships and were therefore common
people rather than salves; the scattered and numerically insignificant
groups of slaves were either war captives or criminals.

Ancient China never underwent a “salve-society” stage.

The appendix explains succinctly how and why Marx’s theme of
“the Asiatic Mode of Production,” which has inspired the formulation
of the Shang-Chou slave-society theory, is not borne out by historical
evidence and must be declared invalid.





