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Bonjour(nal),


Il y a une semaine a été proposé en Pull Request sur le dépôt github du framework web Python Django le patch suivant :


#22667 replaced occurrences of master/slave terminology with leader/follower



The docs and some tests contain references to a master/slave db configuration.

While this terminology has been used for a long time, those terms may carry racially charged meanings to users.

This patch replaces all occurrences of master and slave with 'leader' and 'follower'




Celui-ci a été accepté upstream, comme on peut le voir sur la page via le message ironique suivant :



alex merged commit 8a95b4f into django:master




Alors même qu'il ne fut pas question de race à l'origine de l'esclavage¹, est-ce que le politiquement correct qui va jusqu'à substituer des termes techniques en d'autres abscons a sa place dans le logiciel libre, au détriment de la compréhension des utilisateurs qui vont se retrouver face à Twitter lorsqu'ils chercheront surr Google de la documentation sur le concept de leader/follower ?


Un contributeur a en tous cas posté le message suivant sur la mailing list de Django, après avoir tenté de révoquer le changement en obtenant une fin de non recevoir malgré ses arguments pertinents :



As some of you may have notice, a hot discussion is happening in the comments of this pull request: https://github.com/django/django/pull/2692

Essentially, this pull request suggests that all occurences of master/slave be replaced with leader/follower. > While this is clearly insane, a less jaw-dropping, but still weird change was made in commit https://github.com/django/django/commit/beec05686ccc3bee8461f9a5a02c607a02352ae1


Many users in comments to the original pull request agreed that primary/replica is not a good word choice, is vague and misleading. Current django docs compensate for the confusion by referring to "master/slave" in parentheses after mentioning "primary/replica". Of course, this change is nothing more than cosmetical, but it still carries more downsides than upsides.

Master/slave is immediately obvious for the experienced users, and easily googleable for the newbies.


I reverted the change and sent a pull request https://github.com/django/django/pull/2720. In the corresponding ticket, I was told to "wait 6 months" and then resubmit the ticket.(https://code.djangoproject.com/ticket/22707), and the pull request was closed immediately with an advice to start a discussion on mailing list. So that's what I'm doing here :)


I sum up my personal point of view in this comment: https://github.com/django/django/pull/2692#issuecomment-44265422


Of course, it'll be hard for the django maintainers to admit their mistake and revert the change. It's always hard to admit mistakes, but it's better than leaving it how it is.




¹ Alexis de Tocqueville rappelle que « chez les anciens, l'esclave appartenait à la même race que son maître, et souvent il lui était supérieur en éducation et en lumières. » https://fr.wikipedia.org/wiki/Histoire_de_l%27esclavage
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