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Abstract  

This dissertation investigates the diplomatic presence and activities of Greek consuls in 
Cyprus during the critical period of the National Schism in Greece (1915 1917), a time 
of deep political division between the royalist supporters of King Constantine I and the 
liberal-republican camp led by Eleftherios Venizelos. Set against the backdrop of 
British colonial administration on the island, the study highlights the delicate and often 
contested role of Greek consular authorities in shaping political allegiances, influencing 
public opinion, and maintaining ties between the Greek state and the Cypriot 
population. 

Central to this analysis is the examination of how Greek consuls navigated the polarized 
political climate. The actions of Consul Vattimbelas, in particular, serve as a case study 
of active engagement in support of Venizelist policies, despite operating under the 
watchful eye of British colonial authorities who were increasingly wary of any foreign 
influence that could stir nationalist sentiment among Cypriots. 

In addition, the research explores the significant contribution of Archbishop Meletios 
Metaxakis, whose dual role as a religious leader and de facto national representative 
allowed him to serve as a vital intermediary between Cyprus and the Greek government 

union with Greece placed him at the heart of both ecclesiastical and political 
developments during this volatile era. 

The study further evaluates the  reaction to Greek consular 
activity, which ranged from cautious tolerance to overt suspicion, particularly when 
consular initiatives were perceived as encouraging anti-colonial or irredentist 
ideologies. By assessing a range of primary sources including diplomatic dispatches, 
correspondence, and press reports this dissertation sheds light on the interplay 
between national policy, colonial politics, and local agency. 

Ultimately, the thesis argues that the Greek consular presence in Cyprus during the 
National Schism functioned not only as a formal diplomatic channel but also as an 
unofficial instrument of ideological and political influence, reflecting the fragmentation 
of Greek national identity and its transnational reverberations in the broader Eastern 
Mediterranean context. 

Keywords: Eleftherios Venizelos, King Constantine I, British colonial rule, National 
Schism, Vattimbelas, Greek Consulate, Meletios Metaxakis, Cyprus, diplomacy, 
Hellenism 

 

 


