Commentary of Bernard’s letter to Robert
The strong point that Bernard is making at the start of his argument is about the agency of which vow is more important. Within this argument he is saying that the vow made as an adult should hold greater weight than that of a child as a child lacks the proper reason to make such a vow. This would entail that the fact Robert has left the Clairvaux monastery and gone to the Cluniac monastery is the real breaking of vows and that the childhood oblate ones are meaningless. In this way, he is not only using this to both give a compelling and very harsh reason for his nephew to return to Clairvaux which he believes to be his rightful place, but at the same time can be taken to be saying that the Cluniac monks have gotten Robert to break his vows and therefore could be condemned for this. This slight condemnation of Cluny is intensified by his calling the vow to join the Cistercian monastery as “something better”. This is directly saying that being a Cistercian is better than being a Cluniac as he is lessening the importance of the Cluniac vow and calling their way of following the monastic rule worse than the Cistercians.
Further adding to this Bernard is even bringing up that the rule does not allow for child oblates to be taken. This is just further reinforcing his point of that Robert’s vows, made for him as a child, were invalid and that he should remain a member of the Cistercians and not have gone to Cluny. However, the rule of St. Benedict does allow for child oblates to be taken if the proper ceremony of the vows takes place (Cistercian Doc 1, Rule of Benedict). This contradiction shows how strict the Cistercians were in their practices as they not only adhered to the rule but even strove past it. For they believed that someone who did not want to be a monk should not be forced to become one even if they were promised as a child and they did not accept people to take vows to become a Cistercian before they were of age. This can be seen from Bernard’s mention of it in this same letter when talking about Robert (Cistercian Doc 1, Bernard’s letter). This comment making it seem like Cluny did not follow the rule is therefore just a piece of the rhetoric against them (that Bernard would display in many later letters) since they were actually following what the rule ordained and not the stricter version that the Cistercians had chosen to follow. 
Even though the rule did allow for child oblates Bernard still claimed the vows were invalid by saying that they were done in an improper manner. For this he states all the proper procedure that is given within the rule (Cistercian Doc 1, Rule of Benedict) and says that none of it was followed when the vows had been taken. This argument takes away any other fault with what he had earlier said and leaves no room for disagreement as he has stated that these vows should not be taken as serious in any manner possible. Now even if Cluny argues that the vows of childhood should be followed before those of adulthood then the claim can be made that they were not properly made under the Cluniac’s rules and not just the Cistercian’s rules.
All of this also displays the great rhetorical ability of Bernard. This portion of the text displays this wonderfully as it exhibits him refuting the claims in multiple ways and using clear reasoning that reinforces and discredits all objections. Bernard manages to do this while also making clear some of the Cistercian’s values that separated them from other monastic communities. These being no taking of child oblates and the strict adherence to the rule. Another aspect of this great rhetoric are the veiled insults that are directed towards Cluny within this section of the piece as it is done in a manner such that he is not directly taking issue with them nor trying to completely disparage them. This is a lighter touch than that of the earlier Cistercian writings of the Exordium Parvum and Exordium Cistercii (Cistercian doc 1, Exordium Parvum and Exordia Cistercii) but does echo the way in which he talks of them in his work, the Apologia (Cistercian Doc 1, Apologia). This light touch shows a skill of writing since it must be concealed within the meaning of words so as to not be conceived as complete hostility by the other party while still forming doubts in the minds of the ones who read it. Bernard’s skill in rhetoric is further shown by his becoming the spokesman of the Cistercian order and by other letters that he wrote, for example his one to King Henry I (Cistercian doc 2, Bernard’s letter), and the fact that he was asked by the Pope to preach for the crusades and intervened in the dispute of the York Bishopric successorship.    
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