The vb6 vs. vb.Net Controversy:  One Opinion
First I think that to call apples "apples", and oranges "oranges", the problem needs to be broken down into at least nine distinct areas.  

1.
What is the vb programmer confronted with in terms of tools and methods?


2.
What does the language offer to the user regardless of the underlying architecture of the language?


3.  When is language versioning confused with language deficiency?


4.
When does versatility get in the way of speedy productivity, and can speed and versatility live side-by-side 


in harmony without stumbling over each other?


5.
Does the language contain any method that can be reduced to a default simple version of itself?


6.
Is the language flexible to code changes?  Does the language automatically make the required changes to 


other related elements?


7.  Does the language offer an easy-to-read, down-to-Earth, Help System, while having a deeper, more 


advanced layer the programmer can go to without that layer getting in the way of the programmer finding 

quick solutions to simple problems?


8.
Can the terminology used throughout the language and its documentation be reduced to its most concise 


form?  This is closely connected to Item 7., above.


9.
How does vb.Net affect market share, vs. vb6?

1.
What is the vb programmer confronted with in terms of tools and methods?


Compared to vb.Net, vb6 had a far more down-to-Earth "dashboard", if you will, that the programmer was 

confronted with.  In .Net, the user is required to supply passed parameters to functions, procedures and 


event handlers, where many of them in vb6 did not require this verbosity.  A simple event procedure like




Private Sub Button1_Click()



Was all that was necessary.  However, in vb.Net, this expands out to:




Private Sub Button1_Click(ByVal sender As System.Object, ByVal e As _




System.EventArgs) Handles Button1.Click



Yes, I understand that .Net's functionality allows for greater control of what you do with an event, but 


MS's approach was to ELIMINATE the old syntax in favor of the new.  Therefore you are ALWAYS required 


in .Net to use  a much longer syntax, even when it is not required...There is no reason why the DEFAULT 


state could not have still been




Private Sub Button1_Click()



In other words, why couldn't vb.Net have simply been set up where the additional terms in the sub's 


definition only needed to be written out when it was required for a given functionality?  Some say, "Quit 


complaining about a little extra typing".  Tell that to someone who is just beginning, or tell that to 



someone who for a given project, does not want to be bothered with overly-verbose statements that 


serve no purpose other than to slow you down and reduce readability.  A "little extra typing" explodes into 

a lot of extra typing for no useful purpose when you multiply that "little extra typing" by a hundred or so 


procedures, each having a "little extra typing" in many areas, not just in the definition of a procedure.  And 

it is not always easy to create those extra terms when double-clicking a control will only create the default 

event for that control.  Which means you have to go search down what the correct parameters are for the 


sub's definition for any other event for that control.  In short, much more time is spent searching for 


additional terms that aren't really necessary in many practical situations.  There is no reason why,




...(ByVal sender As System.Object, ByVal e As System.EventArgs) Handles 





Button1.Click



cannot be hidden from the user unless he wants to see it.  In fact, there is no reason to display it at all, 


since underneath in the languages architecture, it is going to be there in one form or another anyway, 


regardless if it is typed out or not.  If it is to be modified by the user, there is no reason why that cannot be 

added as an ADDITIONAL feature to the "base", default syntax.



In like fashion, vb6 had many simple functions, like, Point(x, y) that now require that a function be written 


by the programmer that in reality is what Point(x, y) was doing to begin with.  Why on Earth MS decided to 

ELIMINATE an obvious time saver boggles my mind.  Productivity is definitely enhanced with time-saving 


features and when you already have a time-saving feature, why eliminate it at the EXPENSE of 



productivity?  Time is money for the client.  That was exactly one of the reasons vb6 was so popular.  


Elimination of vb6 functions like the above, in vb.Net makes no logical sense and further cuts down on 


productivity when the programmer has to go through an unnecessarily long learning curve to find out how 

to recreate a function that already existed.



Some claim that many of those built-in functions run much slower than their API equivalents.  I have 


always found that to be a bit ridiculous even in vb6.  A user in any language can write out the equivalent 


API calls to create a much faster version of a built-in command in the language.  The problem there is that 


they both do exactly the same thing, so why isn't the built-in function simply compiled to the faster API 


calls, underneath, where the user does not have to be burdened with them?  Again, by having to "expand 


out" a function by hand means the opportunity to make more mistakes and again, that boils down to lost 


productivity where the time to fix those procedures is often deferred to some future program update.  


And that annoys customers.



Please note, that in defending vb6, I have just criticized it.  The reason is that vb6 was never perfect and 


never will be anymore than vb.Net will be.  The critical point in my reasoning is that vb6 had a beautiful 


simplicity that catered to beginners, but also experienced programmers who just needed to take things 


further than the default toolset offered.  There was absolutely no reason why many of those deficiencies 


could not have been corrected and optimized.  There is no function in vb.Net that cannot be duplicated in 


some vb(>6).  Now some will state that vb.Net IS vb(>6).  That is like saying that vb.Net is a version of C++.
2.
What does the language offer to the user regardless of the underlying architecture of the 
language?


A lot of heated discussion occurs over the obsolescence of the COM model, vs. the .Net Framework.  The 


important point here, is that to the programmer it does not matter what 'lies under the hood" anymore 


than it matters whether or not your car has a diesel engine or a gasoline engine.  The point being, does the 

car get me from point-A to point-B regardless of which car I use?    There is no reason that existing syntax 


cannot be migrated into the new model, so long as that syntax is extensible to provide for more versatility, 

and NOT at the expense of an overrideable, default simple syntax.  Microsoft goes out of its way to point 


out the obsolescence of COM, but fails to explain why a common syntax with extensibility cannot satisfy 


both COM and .Net Framework.  In other words, it does not matter what happens INSIDE the 



language...What is important to the programmer is how that lower level is revealed to him in the form of 


controls and methods.

3.  When is language versioning confused with language deficiency?


One argument used by vb.Net programmers is, "Try to do THIS in vb6!".  The problem with that perception 

is that it has nothing to do with the language itself, but has everything to do with new features being 


added to vb.Net, but not Legacy vb because Legacy vb  is no longer being developed.  If that required a 


.Net framework under-the-hood of some vb(n), than so be it.  What the programmer sees does not have 


to change in its default state, and all functions can still have default Legacy vb simplicity as the foundation 


for deeper functionality.

4.
When does versatility get in the way of speedy productivity, and can speed and versatility live 

side-by-
side in harmony without stumbling over each other?



Of course they can coexist.  And in the process, speedy productivity on the front end means beginners can 


get sophisticated apps up and running with little training, while experienced users can delve much deeper.  

So...

5.
...Does the language contain any method that can be reduced to a default simple version of itself?



Yes, of course.

6.
Is the language flexible to code changes?  Does the language automatically make the required 

changes to 
other related elements?



vb6 dealt with this fairly well...It just needed improvement.  vb.Net has stepped backward in that respect 


requiring the programmer to pay attention to deleted/recreated controls and assembly manifests, and 


attention paid to the current code state vs. the latest builds.  In addition, vb6 gave the user the ability to 


create "dummy" procedures where non-functional or only partially functional code could be stored 


temporarily without it interfering at all with program execution.  In vb.Net, this leads to events not firing, 


reference and assembly manifest issues, and more.  Therefore, vb.Net is not as fault tolerant as vb6 was, 


and in those cases where syntax errors and other issues exist in temporary code stored in a dummy 


procedure, vb.Net cannot detect that such code is "disconnected" and of no concern, leading to the 


dialog, "There were build errors.  Would you like to continue and run the last successful build?".  A 


better solution could have been:




"There were build errors.  Would you like to continue and run the last successful build,



  or would you like to run  the current build despite the errors?"

                                Run Last Build                               Run Current Build                             Do Not Run 
7.  Does the language offer an easy-to-read, down-to-Earth, Help System, while having a deeper, 
more advanced layer the programmer can go to without that layer getting in the way of the 
programmer finding quick solutions to simple problems?



vb.Net does not have a down-to-Earth Help System.  For instance, one example of vb6 syntax is:




Mid(string, start[, length])



Its vb.Net counterpart is:




Public Shared Function Mid( ByVal str As String, ByVal Start As Integer, _

   

Optional ByVal Length As Integer) As String



But that is not how you actually use it!  You use the form that vb6 offers:




Mid(string, start[, length])

 

Unless you want to go through the trouble of recreating a function that already exists!



I imagine the vb.Net example implies that the function can be modified to have user-custom properties 


added.  I have no problem with that...Just offer the base syntax like vb6 documents, and below that, show 


it in a function procedure form.  Let the programmer decide whether or not he wants to delve into what 


that is all about, without slowing him down in getting to some simple facts about typical usage.  From vb6 


documentation, you can copy/paste into your program and just double-click/copy-paste some names.  


With vb.Net, you have to fiddle around with a bit more by deleting all of the declarations.  If you take 


examples like that as single events in the vb.Net programming experience, it is not that big of a deal...If 


you are familiar with vb.Net.  However, regardless of your experience level, if you have to do that over and 

over again, it gets tiresome.

8.
Can the terminology used throughout the language and its documentation be reduced to its most 
concise 
form?  This is closely connected to Item 7., above.



The technical writers of vb.Net created sentences, like, 




"The common language runtime loader manages application domains, which are 



 constitute defined boundaries around objects that have the same application 



 scope.  This management includes loading each assembly into the appropriate 



 application domain and controlling the memory layout of the type hierarchy 



 within each assembly."



Come again?!

 

Sentences like that are an abuse of the English language!  I seriously doubt any newcomer is going to read 


that and 
miraculously understand what he needs to do.  I am a technically oriented guy, versed in things 


like Linear Algebra, Differential Equations, FEM and Particle Physics, do technical writing on occasion, and I 

may not be a genius, but I'm no dummy either, and I STILL can't tell what that line said.  I feel like I'm 


reading a legal document that could be condensed down to less than half the words.  In order to 



understand that line, I would have to go over it at least 5 times with all my concentration focused on it.  It 


also puts the cart before the horse by using more than two terms that by themselves need explanation.  If 


a basic introduction cannot survive without invoking verbose definitions, than you do not have an 



introduction.  You have a sentence that belongs deeper within a discussion.  If the sentence cannot be 


simplified as such, then it must be preceded by a discussion of the concepts that form its foundation.  That 

is Tech Writing 101.



vb6 definitely had a decent Help System for the most part.  The styles of the vb6 documentation vs. 


vb.Net's, are so radically different, I get the feeling that the tech writers that worked on vb6 had nothing 


to do with vb.Net.  If so, that was a mistake!

9.
How does vb.Net affect market share vs. vb6?
 

Simply put, MS lost a good deal of customers over the vb6 vs. vb.Net debacle.  In creating vb.Net, MS lost 


touch with their most powerful consumer, responsible for something like 85% of their programming 


product market share.  Dumping (scratch that...ATTEMPTING to dump, because the market would not 


allow them to do it completely), ATTEMPTING to dump vb6 prematurely caused the MS corporation to 


lose significant market share to non-MS alternatives.  That was close to corporate suicide.  MS has a 


tendency to do things like that and it is only a matter of time before MS finds themselves asking, "What 


the hell happened?".  Here we are some 14 or so years later and vb6 will not die.  MS should have taken 


that to heart and realized their error.  Was vb.Net an error in itself?  I cannot judge that for people who 


really like .Net, but when a company rejects their largest customer base, they lose loyalty and that usually 


cannot be recovered.  I have a bias against MS for all my reasons stated above and more.  Here we are two 

decades later, and vb.Net, their flagship product STILL cannot handle things "out-of-the-box" like glassy, 


refractive buttons, irregular-shaped forms and animated drop-shadows.  MS has only done the minimum 


required to keep selling product, stifling innovation internally and at the same time, decimating customer 


loyalty.  Someone once said that Steve Jobs was an innovator while Bill Gates was  a great salesman who 


could market someone else's innovation.  Considering many of the boring and old controls offered in the 


vb line, I have to agree.  And now that Gates is gone, his particular brand of short-sighted sales savvy is 


gone as well.  Steve Ballmer is no Bill Gates, and Bill Gates was never a Steve Jobs.  When I think of what 


vb COULD have become, I also realize that right now, someone is working on its replacement...And it 


won't have the MS logo on it.

