
As committed alumnae and alumni of the School and members of the Swiss LSE Alumni Association 
we are writing to express our grave concerns at your recent handling of our Association. 
 
We are most disappointed that the School is publicly stating that it does not want to start supporting 
our Association.  
 
We would like to remind the School administration that we have supported the School with over CHF 
26'000 and also provided most of the funding towards all of the School's annual student receptions in 
Switzerland. We have brought all contactable LSE alumnae and alumni in Switzerland, not only our 
members, together in over 160 events, have the most significant benefits and services package of 
any national LSE alumni organization and have recently established a scholarship foundation under 
federal supervision to benefit future LSE students. Our leadership in LSE alumni relations is 
underscored by the fact that it was our Association which hosted the last 3 pan-European LSE alumni 
outings. We believe that, in return, we deserve the support of the School. 
 
Instead of encouraging LSE alumnae and alumni to volunteer for leadership positions in our 
Association, the School administration has been inhibiting the open, transparent and democratic 
annual process through which we elect our Officers and has been frustrating our long-range 
succession planning. We were deeply disappointed in your almost total failure to recognise the 
commitment and achievements of our current Secretary General. As members, we are extremely 
grateful for the multitude of events, benefits and services we have enjoyed over the years and for 
the tireless efforts of our popular Secretary General. 
 
It is difficult for us to understand some of the false, misleading or vague statements you make with 
regard to our self-governing and self-funded Association, our fellow members and our volunteer 
Officers, past and present. Your claim that the Association appears to solicit membership dues and 
donations by claiming to be a representative of the School is especially ridiculous. We can and do 
always act in our own name. 
 
Our Association prepared a comprehensive and conciliatory response to the concerns which you 
raised in Zurich for the first time in July 2014 and at a subsequent meeting in London. This response, 
dated 28 October 2014, was never addressed by you and is not mentioned in any of your public 
pronouncements. This is unacceptable. 
 
This affair, "Schoolgate" as it has become known, was discussed in detail at our Annual General 
Meeting in June. We should be grateful if you would respond to our letter dated 28 October 2014. 
We believe that all points of apparent conflict can be resolved by actually talking to each other and 
we are ready to ask our Officers to initiate external mediation if the School so desires. 
 


