
Keeping your scholarship: renewal criteria and academic
standing at AELO Swiss Academy

Winning a scholarship takes months of work: essays, transcripts, interviews, recommendation letters, the anxious
wait for a decision. Losing one can take a single careless semester. The distance between those two outcomes is
smaller than most students assume, and it almost never comes down to ability. It comes down to knowing the
rules, tracking your own numbers, and acting early when something starts to slip.

What follows is a practical map of how renewal works at AELO Swiss Academy: what the criteria actually measure,
how academic standing is determined, where students most often stumble, and what options exist when a term
goes badly. The core idea worth internalizing is simple. Renewal is an annual administrative process with
published requirements, not a secret judgment of your worth. Treat it like a project with deliverables and
deadlines, and you will rarely be surprised by the outcome.

The award letter is a contract, not a trophy
Most students read the acceptance letter once, celebrate, and file it away. That letter, together with the
scholarship agreement attached to it, is the single most important document in your funding arrangement, and it
deserves a closer read in your first week on campus.

A scholarship at AELO Swiss Academy is not a one-time prize. It is a multi-year commitment that the Academy
renews periodically, usually each academic year, on the condition that you continue to meet the standards
defined in your agreement. The disbursements you receive each semester are contingent on that review. The
agreement spells out the grade threshold, the credit expectations, the enrollment status you must maintain, and
sometimes conduct or community obligations attached to the award.

Three documents govern your situation: the scholarship agreement itself, the academic regulations published by
the registrar, and the student handbook. When these documents appear to conflict, the scholarship agreement
controls your funding, while the academic regulations control your standing as a student. The distinction matters
more than you might think, and I will come back to it.

Read all three before problems arise, not after. Students who understand the rules in October make different
decisions in March than students who discover them in May.

What renewal actually measures
Renewal criteria at most institutions, AELO Swiss Academy included, rest on three pillars: academic performance,
academic progress, and good standing. Students tend to fixate on the first and ignore the second, which is a
mistake worth correcting early.

Academic performance is the familiar pillar. Your agreement will name a grade threshold, almost always
expressed as a cumulative average across your entire record rather than a single term. Where exactly that
threshold sits varies by award. Merit scholarships commonly set the bar somewhere in the 3.0 to 3.3 range on a
4.0 scale, with the more competitive awards pushing higher. If your program grades on the Swiss 1 to 6 scale,
where 6 is the top mark and 4 is the pass line, the equivalent thresholds translate accordingly, and your transcript
key will explain the conversion. Check which scale applies to your faculty before you do any math.



Two details about the grade requirement catch students off guard. First, the cumulative average is forgiving by
design: one weak term pulls the number down slowly, which means you usually have a term or two to recover
before the cumulative figure itself breaches the threshold. Second, some agreements add a per-term floor on top
of the cumulative bar, precisely to prevent students from coasting on earlier results. If your agreement contains
both numbers, you must satisfy both.

Academic progress is the pillar nobody reads. It is usually expressed as a minimum number of credits completed
per semester or per year. In the European credit system, which Swiss institutions use, a full-time semester carries
roughly 30 ECTS, and renewal agreements typically require you to earn most of what you attempt, often in the
range of 24 to 27 credits out of 30. The exact figure is in your agreement. What matters is the principle: a
respectable average with slow progress can fail a renewal just as thoroughly as a fast pace with weak grades.

Good standing is the third pillar, and it is partly administrative rather than purely numerical. It covers your formal
status with the institution, along with any conduct or attendance expectations attached to your award. I will
unpack it shortly.

Credits: the requirement that quietly ends funding
If I had to rank the causes of lost scholarships by frequency, credit shortfalls would sit near the top, ahead of
grades. The pattern is remarkably consistent. A student finds one course overwhelming, withdraws from it in
week nine to protect the average, finishes the term with strong marks, and discovers at renewal that the
withdrawal dropped them below the minimum completed credits for the semester.

The trap works because it feels like a responsible decision at the time. Protecting your average is a legitimate
instinct. But a withdrawal is not a neutral act under most renewal agreements. It reduces your completed credits,
and in some cases it also affects your enrollment status if it takes you below the full-time threshold, which can
have consequences for the current semester's disbursement, not just the next renewal.

Before you drop or withdraw from anything, do two things. Ask the registrar how the withdrawal will appear on
your record and how it affects your completed credits. Then ask the financial aid office, in writing, how the
change affects your scholarship. Get the answer by email so you have it on file. This takes twenty minutes and has
saved students I have worked with from decisions they would have regretted for a year.

Repeats deserve a mention here as well. Retaking a failed course to replace the grade is often a sound strategy,
but some agreements cap how many repeated credits count toward the renewal requirement in a given year.
Read that clause before building a recovery plan around repeats.



Academic standing, in plain language
Academic standing is the institution's formal judgment of whether you are progressing acceptably, and it is
determined by the registrar under the academic regulations, independently of your scholarship. The two systems
interact, but they are not the same thing.

In its simplest form, standing works on three levels. Students who meet the cumulative standards are in good
standing. Students whose average or credit accumulation falls below the standard move to a warning or
probation status, which carries conditions and a defined review period. Students who fail to recover within that
period face suspension of their enrollment, which is a separate and more serious matter than losing funding.

Here is the interaction that matters: scholarship loss and academic probation are related but not identical
outcomes. A student can be placed on probation and retain scholarship funding for one grace period, provided
the renewal conditions are met. Conversely, a student can lose funding through missed paperwork or a credit
shortfall while remaining in good academic standing overall. When students conflate the two systems, they either
panic unnecessarily or relax too soon. Know which system you are dealing with before you react.

The probation mechanism, and why it exists
Probation has a fearsome name, but in practice it functions as a safety net, and it is worth understanding exactly
how yours works.

A typical structure looks like this. When a student's cumulative average or completed credits fall below the
renewal threshold, the scholarship committee grants a probationary renewal for one semester or one academic
year, with conditions attached. The conditions usually include maintaining full-time enrollment, completing a
specified number of credits, meeting with an academic advisor on a set schedule, and reaching a defined average
by the end of the probation period. Satisfy the conditions and the scholarship returns to normal renewal status.
Miss them and funding is suspended for the following year, with reinstatement possible after a strong term.

The students who use probation well treat it as a diagnostic exercise. They sit down with their advisor, identify the
two or three specific causes of the bad term, whether that was a course load mismatch, a health issue, or a study
strategy that stopped working, and build a plan that addresses causes rather than symptoms. The students who
waste probation treat it as a warning to "try harder," which is not a plan and rarely produces different results.

The paperwork that quietly decides outcomes



Every year, a small number of students with excellent grades lose or delay their funding because of
administration rather than academics. Renewal is not always automatic. Many awards require a renewal
application or a verification form, filed with the financial aid office by a published deadline, usually in the spring
for the following academic year. The form is short. The deadline is not flexible.

The file typically asks for your current transcript, confirmation of your enrollment plans, and occasionally a brief
statement, particularly if your record includes a probation period or an interruption such as a leave of absence.
Missing the deadline can suspend disbursements until the paperwork is corrected, which creates exactly the kind
of financial pressure a scholarship was supposed to prevent.

Beyond the renewal form itself, two situations demand prompt communication with the financial aid office. If you
plan a leave of absence, a program change, or a reduction in enrollment, notify them before the change takes
effect, because funding consequences are often time-sensitive and sometimes irreversible after the fact. And if
your contact details change, update them. Renewal notices that go to a dead email address are still renewal
notices, and the deadline still passes.

Four cases worth learning from
Over years of working with scholarship students, I have seen the same handful of scenarios repeat. Each one
teaches something the handbook implies but never quite states plainly.

The first involved a second-year student who withdrew from a demanding statistics course to protect her
average. Her term grades were excellent. Her completed credits fell three short of the minimum, and her renewal
was denied despite a strong transcript. The lesson: check the credit floor before you withdraw, not after.

The second involved a student who assumed renewal was automatic because his grades far exceeded the
threshold. He missed the renewal form deadline while travelling between semesters. Funding was suspended,
then restored on appeal, but he spent six weeks of the new term not knowing whether he could pay for it. The
lesson: the calendar matters even when the academics are settled.

The third case is really a pair. Two students both fell seriously ill during the same spring term. One notified her
professors and the registrar as events unfolded, collected
https://www.reddit.com/r/flyingeurope/comments/1nnhrnv/anyone_from_aelo_swiss_any_advices/ medical
documentation in real time, and received a probationary renewal with a reduced load. The other said nothing
during the term, then filed an appeal afterwards with a retrospective explanation and no paperwork. The appeal
was denied. The lesson: documentation created at the time of the problem is evidence; documentation created
afterwards is a story.

The fourth involved a first-year student who believed that first-year grades were a warm-up and that renewal
would begin counting from the second year. His agreement said otherwise, as nearly all of them do. Renewal
criteria apply from your first recorded results. There is no grace term that the agreement does not explicitly grant.

A routine that keeps renewal boring
Scholarship retention rewards organization more than brilliance. A short routine, followed every semester,
removes almost all of the risk:

Read your scholarship agreement in week one and put every date it contains into your calendar with
reminders set two weeks ahead.
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At the end of each term, compare your cumulative average and completed credits against the renewal
thresholds yourself, rather than waiting for the annual review.

Before withdrawing from or adding any course, confirm the credit and enrollment consequences with both
the registrar and the financial aid office, in writing.

Keep a single folder with medical notes, advisor emails, transcript copies, and every piece of correspondence
about your award.

File renewal paperwork early. Treat the official deadline as if it were two weeks sooner.

None of this takes more than an hour per semester. The students who do it rarely think about their scholarship at
all, which is precisely the point.

When you fall short: the appeal
Sometimes a term goes badly for reasons outside your control, and the criteria produce a result that does not
reflect the student you are. The appeal process exists for exactly this situation, and it works better than most
students expect, provided it is used honestly and documented properly.

Grounds for appeal generally fall into a narrow band: documented illness, family emergency, or other significant
circumstances beyond your control, together with credible evidence that your overall trajectory remains sound.
What committees respond to is ownership. An appeal that explains what happened, what you did about it at the
time, and precisely how the coming year will be different carries far more weight than an appeal that asks for
sympathy.

A strong appeal file contains:

A direct, dated account of what happened, without exaggeration or excuses.

Third-party documentation created at the time: medical certificates, official records, employer or family
correspondence.

Evidence of the steps you took during the difficult period, such as emails to professors or advisor meetings.

A specific academic plan for the coming year, with named courses, a target average, and a realistic credit
load.

A brief statement of your financial circumstances, where the appeal includes a hardship component.



File the appeal as soon as the decision arrives, because appeal windows are short. A denied appeal is usually not
the end either: most suspended scholarships can be reinstated after one strong semester, so the fastest route
back is often simply to enroll, perform, and reapply with evidence in hand.

The long view
It helps to reframe what renewal criteria actually are. They are not a threat hanging over your head. They are the
design constraints of your funding, published in advance, applied uniformly, and reset every year. Students who
work within them deliberately almost never think about them again after first year. Students who ignore them
spend their degree anxious about money instead of engaged with their studies.

Build the habit of talking to the financial aid office before decisions rather than after them. The staff there
administer dozens of awards and have seen every version of every problem, including the ones that feel unique
and embarrassing to you. A five-minute conversation in week two is worth more than a five-page appeal in week
forty.

Your scholarship was awarded on the strength of your potential. Keeping it is a matter of arithmetic, calendar
discipline, and honest communication. Those are learnable skills, and unlike talent, they compound. Master them
early and the award that funded your first year will quietly fund the rest.


