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SUMMARY

On 16 September 2021, Australians were
shocked to learn that the federal government
had entered into a new military pact with the
United States and the United Kingdom. 

This multi-decade and very costly decision was
not previously discussed or foreshadowed. The
Australian public were not consulted in any way. 

And in the three years since very little has
changed. 

The public and the national parliament have been
kept in the dark every step of the way. 

The AUKUS pact has become a textbook
example of how to disenfranchise the
community, providing almost no transparency or
democracy in a sweeping decision which will
affect Australia for decades. 

Within the impossibly short timeframe that they
were given to consider the matter, on the evening
before the 2021 announcement by Prime
Ministers Morrison and Johnson and President
Biden, the Labor opposition agreed to AUKUS in
its entirety and with very few conditions.

The Labor Party led by Anthony Albanese also
felt no obligation to consult the community or
subject the massive deal to any scrutiny prior to
agreeing. Even the Labor caucus was simply
“informed” of the decision with no vote taken.  

Neither Labor nor the Coalition thought it
necessary or appropriate to have a discussion or
debate in parliament on the $368 billion plan.
Almost all MPs and Senators had no say, no
input and certainly no vote.  

The Australian public and their representatives in
Parliament have been shown no respect in the
drive to push ahead with this contentious
defence agreement. 

This lack of respect and basic transparency has
prompted numerous high-profile Australians,
including former prime ministers, to publicly and
strongly criticise AUKUS and the nuclear
submarine deal, including Paul Keating, Malcolm
Turnbull, Gareth Evans, Bob Carr, Carmen
Lawrence and John Hewson. 

A number of experts believe AUKUS has no
legitimate social licence   because the public has
been shut out of the process, and as a result
skepticism and cynicism have increased. 

Efforts by AUKUS proponents to bolster
community support for the agreement have
mostly failed - partly because they have relied on
scare campaigns, suggesting China wants to
invade Australia, a notion for which they have
produced no evidence.  

This report looks at several key issues connected
to AUKUS through the lens of transparency,
accountability and sovereignty. 
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The Morrison Coalition government announced
AUKUS on 16 September 2021, with only a
handful of officials aware of the negotiations and
decision leading up to this announcement.

Morrison claimed AUKUS would be “an enhanced
trilateral security partnership” between Australia,
the UK and the US, to develop nuclear-powered
attack submarines for Australia (AUKUS Pillar 1)
and to provide other advanced weapons and
capabilities for Australia (AUKUS Pillar 2),
including: 

Tomahawk Cruise Missiles (Range of 2,500
kilometres) 
Joint Air-to-Surface Standoff Missiles
(Extended Range of 900 kilometres)  
Long-Range Anti-Ship Missiles (Extended
Range) (LRASM) 
Hypersonic missiles 
Precision strike guided missiles for land
forces, range 400 kilometres 
A sovereign guided weapons manufacturing
enterprise in Australia. 

Because the US had insisted on bipartisan
support for AUKUS, Prime Minister Morrison
briefed Opposition Labor leaders on the evening
of 15 September 2021. 

According to then Shadow Defence Minister
Brendan O’Connor, there were four ALP leaders
in the meeting with the PM – himself, Leader
Anthony Albanese, Deputy Leader Richard
Marles, and Shadow Foreign Minister Senator
Penny Wong. 

These four convened online meetings of the
Shadow Cabinet and Labor Caucus that night.
Shadow Cabinet endorsed the AUKUS plan, and
the Caucus only noted the plan but did not vote
on it. 

This means that most Labor MPs and Senators
had no effective role in the decision and were not
given the opportunity to vote on it. Albanese
could have asked for more information and for
time to consider, but evidently he did not. 

There was no parliamentary debate or vote to
justify either a huge military build-up or the
introduction of nuclear power – prohibited by law
in Australia - for our navy.  

September 2021: AUKUS is announced to
Australians and the world 

AUKUS TIMELINE

UK Prime Minister Boris Johnson,  US President Joe Biden
and  Australian Prime Minister Scott Morrison during a

meeting at the G7 Summit, June 12, 2021
Pic: Andrew Parsons / No 10 Downing Street 

Licensed under CC BY-SA 2.0
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December 2021: Treaties Committee
approves the exchange of nuclear
information 

AUKUS required a treaty to regulate the
intellectual property transfer regarding naval
nuclear propulsion - the Agreement between the
Government of Australia, the Government of the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, and the Government of the United States
of America for the Exchange of Naval Nuclear
Propulsion Information, briefly the Agreement for
the Exchange of Naval Nuclear Propulsion
Information (ENNPIA). 

Parliament’s Joint Standing Committee on
Treaties considered the proposed nuclear
technology transfer treaty. In seeking public
input on the matter, the Committee allowed just
four days for experts, stakeholders, and
members of the public to respond – for a
program that will span decades and cost
hundreds of billions of dollars. 

A single day of public hearings was held, on
November 29, 2021.  The Committee’s majority
report, delivered in December 2021, supported
the proposed Agreement and recommended that
binding treaty action be taken. 

The Greens, in a dissenting report, recommended
that the committee process be extended to
ensure the community was given adequate time
to respond. 

The Government’s response stated, in no more
than a few lines, that the ENNPIA contributes to
Australia’s national interests by allowing
Australia access to critical naval nuclear
propulsion information. The Greens’
recommendation for more time for public input
was rejected.

ENNPIA did not require any implementing
legislation and so there was no vote in the
parliament. It ensured that the US maintained
total control of all intellectual property related to
its naval nuclear propulsion technology, including
any developed in Australia during the AUKUS
program.  The ENNPIA agreement entered into
force on 8 February 2022. 

There was no meaningful manner in which
independent experts and other members of the
public could provide input on the question of
Australia acquiring nuclear-powered submarines. 

March 2023: Announcement of the
exchange of nuclear information – and
revelation of the cost of the submarines 

On 14 March 2023, Prime Minister Albanese
joined with President Biden and Prime Minister
Sunak in San Diego to stand in front of a US
nuclear-powered attack submarine to announce
the “optimal pathway” for delivery of the AUKUS
nuclear-powered submarines.   

At this point, the Prime Minister told the media
that the cost of the submarines would be up to
A$368 billion over 30 years. Given Australia’s
recent experience with the frigate program,  both
the financial cost and the timeframe are likely to
be far higher than the Government states. 

There was no parliamentary debate or vote at
any time, and limited information to the public,
about this exorbitantly high expenditure, or about
far cheaper alternative submarine options.

/ 3

5

6

7

8

9



August 2024: New agreement for the
transfer of nuclear material and
equipment

On 5 August 2024, a second agreement – AUKUS
2.0 – was reached between the US, UK and
Australia in relation to the submarines, and it
was tabled in the Federal Parliament on 12
August.

Titled the Agreement Among the Government of
Australia, the Government of the United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, and the
Government of the United States of America for
Cooperation Related to Naval Nuclear
Propulsion, it details the process for transfer of
nuclear material and equipment from our allies
for Australia’s nuclear submarines. The
agreement replaced the earlier ENNPIA
agreement, and will remain in force until the end
of 2075.  

Article I specifies that the US and UK can transfer
material and equipment relating to the
submarines to Australia providing this does not
constitute an "unreasonable risk" to their own
defence and security. The UK and US are already
stating that their own nuclear submarine
programs take precedence over AUKUS, and
supply of AUKUS submarines will be postponed
or cancelled if necessary.   If, as we’re told will
happen, the US does sell to Australia three to five
second-hand Virginia Class nuclear-powered
submarines from the early 2030s, the US is
almost certain to insist that these vessels be
available for US-led operations if required. 

AUKUS 2.0 revealed that the US or the UK could
pull out of the submarine deal with just one
year's notice if either nation decides the deal
weakens their own nuclear submarine programs. 
This aspect of AUKUS reveals that Australia is
the junior partner, carrying all the risk if the US or
UK decide to pull out. 

Australia has already committed A$9.4 billion to
the submarine shipyards in the US and UK,    and
nearly A$5 billion to develop the Osborne
shipyard at Port Adelaide,    before any transfer
of submarines or construction has commenced.
So Australia is exposed to significant fiscal risk. 

Australia’s choice to have a submarine capacity
at all is also at risk because of AUKUS, because
there may be no submarines available when the
Collins Class vessels are retired in the 2040s,
after a S6.4 billion Life-of-Type Extension
program. 

As part of the August 2024 agreement,
undisclosed “political commitments” were made
between the AUKUS partners.   The
commitments are contained in a secret non-
legally-binding Understanding that accompanies
the public Agreement. 

The fact that such commitments exist was
revealed in US President Biden’s letter of 7
August 2024 to the US Congress.   The
Understanding was not mentioned in the
statement of 12 August by Minister for Defence
Richard Marles about the agreement.   Both the
Prime Minister and Defence Minister have
avoided further questions about these secret
commitments. 

Australian sovereignty over the second-hand
nuclear-powered submarines and any AUKUS
submarines is illusory. 

Australia has lost sovereignty over its submarine
capability in total. 

The undisclosed “political commitments” take
the secrecy around AUKUS to new depths, and
raise huge additional concerns about what
additional risks Australia is taking to please our
allies. 

 / 4
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October 2024: “Nuclear safety” legislation
pushed through parliament 

On 11 October 2024, the Government, with
Coalition support, pushed through the Senate the
very controversial Australian Naval Nuclear
Power Safety Bill, with no debate, all
amendments being guillotined through the
Senate.

The Bill addresses the matter of disposing of
nuclear waste, including high-level waste, which
is discussed below. 

The Bill also creates a new naval nuclear
regulator, the Australian Naval Nuclear Power
Safety Regulator. The regulator will be
answerable not to the health minister or
assistant health minister as is the civilian
nuclear regulator (the Australian Radiation
Protection and Nuclear Safety Agency,
ARPANSA) but to the Defence Minister – the
same minister who is responsible for delivering
the submarines. This creates a conflict of
interests, which could increase the risks of cost-
cutting on safety measures at every stage of the
life-cycles of the naval reactors. 

The new regulatory arrangement violates
International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA)
standards, set out in its publication
“Independence in Regulatory Decision Making”
(requirement 4), which calls for “functional
separation” of the regulation from the program
being regulated. 

A system in which the regulator is answerable to
the minister overseeing the activities being
regulated is not “functional separation”. 

The Australian Naval Nuclear Power Safety Bill
received grossly inadequate parliamentary
scrutiny. 

The regulation of naval nuclear safety will lack
independence, accountability and transparency. 
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Australian Prime Minister Anthony Albanese, US President
Joe Biden, and British Prime Minister Rishi Sunak at the

AUKUS meeting in San Diego, California, March 13, 2023
Pic: US Secretary of Defense | Public Domain



AUKUS FAILS TO MEET OUR STRATEGIC
CIRCUMSTANCES

At the time AUKUS was announced, Australia’s
official Defence Strategic Update,   published in
2020, did not assert that China may attack
Australia. 

It stated:  

1.12 While still unlikely, the prospect of high-
intensity military conflict in the Indo-Pacific is less
remote than at the time of the 2016 Defence
White Paper, including high-intensity military
conflict between the United States and China.
(p 14)  

Despite this, the key message of the defence
update was that Australia would join the US in a
war against China if that happens, and that the
Australian Defence Force will acquire lethal long-
range weapons, including advanced long-range
missiles, to enable it to participate in such a high-
tech, high-intensity war. It stated (p 27) “2.17 We
will continue to deepen the Alliance”.

The policy is for Australia to continue the
“forward defence” policy which took us into the
Vietnam, Afghanistan and Iraq wars in support of
the US, including in acts of aggression. AUKUS
formalised a major part of this strategic decision. 

The 2024 National Defence Strategy continues
this “forward defence” policy:  

The Strategy of Denial involves changing a
potential adversary’s belief that it could achieve
its ambitions with military force at an acceptable
cost. [It] involves working with the US and key
partners to ensure no country attempts to achieve
its regional objectives through military action. By
signalling a credible ability to hold potential
adversary forces at risk, the strategy also seeks to
deter attempts to coerce Australia through force. 

The policy is not about deterrence of an attack
on Australia, but about deterrence of an
adversary’s “ambitions” in the region, an oblique
reference to US-China tensions in the region. 

“Deterrence” can be used glibly as a euphemism
for aggression. Far from ensuring that no country
uses military action for its regional objectives,
that is exactly what the National Defence
Strategy is designed for. 

The underlying research for the 2024 National
Defence Strategy has not been made public.
Relevant research should include evidence as to
whether an AUKUS-style military build-up actually
works in preventing wars, or whether it might
have the opposite effect. 

There is no evidence that the Government has
considered options other than a massive arms
build-up for managing the strategic situation. 

/ 7

22

23



FAILURE TO CONSULT OUR PACIFIC
NEIGHBOURS

Pacific Island states were affronted that they
heard about AUKUS on the news. Labor’s recent
diplomatic drive has not overcome their view
that they are not respected. 

In addition to the total lack of engagement with
them on this very significant new development,
nations of the region also hold serious concerns
about its implications for keeping the Pacific
nuclear-free as agreed in the South Pacific
Nuclear Free Zone Treaty (the Treaty of
Rarotonga).

Under the AUKUS agreement, weapons-grade
uranium will transit the Pacific. In addition,
Tindal RAAF base in the NT is being upgraded
specifically to house US nuclear weapons-
capable B52 bombers.

Whether or not the latter development complies
with the Rarotonga Treaty hinges on the
technicality of whether nuclear-armed B52s will
be deemed to be “stationed” at Tindal or merely
“visiting”. (The matter of the B52 bombers is
discussed further below.) 

At the very least, AUKUS undermines the spirit of
the Rarotonga Treaty. 

Australia failed to consult with any neighbouring
or regional countries about the AUKUS
agreement. 

If there was any research and advice to the
Australian government on AUKUS’s likely
impacts on the region, and particularly its impact
on the Treaty of Rarotonga, it has not been
revealed. The matter has not been discussed in
parliament. 

Pacific Island Leaders’ Forum 2024
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WIDESPREAD CONCERN ABOUT 
NUCLEAR WEAPONS 
Many concerns have been raised that the
submarines will undermine the Nuclear Non-
Proliferation Treaty (NPT). 

The 1968 NPT is a landmark international treaty
whose purposes are to prevent the spread of
nuclear weapons, and to achieve nuclear
disarmament and “general and complete
disarmament”.

The concerns arise because the AUKUS
submarines will be fuelled by weapons-grade
highly-enriched uranium (HEU), rather than low-
enriched uranium that cannot be used for
weapons.  

The concerns were expressed almost as soon as
the AUKUS decision was announced in
September 2021,   and have persisted. They were
raised by a number of nations at the 2022 NPT
Review Conference.  

Compliance with the NPT is monitored by a
safeguards system supervised by the
International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA), to
ensure that nuclear material from “peaceful”
programs is kept out of weapons programs.
Australia is seeking to use what is widely
regarded as a “loophole” in its safeguards
agreement, whereby the weapons grade uranium
in the AUKUS submarines will be removed from
safeguards for the duration of its use in the
submarine reactors. 

Australia claims that AUKUS conforms with the
NPT, but the IAEA Director General has warned 

that the verification process will be “very tricky”. 

Rather than aiding the non-proliferation process,
Australia has created additional difficulties for it
and distracted scarce IAEA resources to devising
a scheme to manage the AUKUS challenges.

AUKUS has also created a precedent that other
nations could emulate, which Iran has already
indicated interest in doing. 

The situation is made worse by Australia’s failure
thus far to sign the 2017 Treaty on the
Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons,   a step that
would contribute far more than any other to the
strengthening of nuclear disarmament and non-
proliferation. Given the proliferation concerns
about AUKUS, it is all the more important that
this happens. 

Further reason for deep concern arises from
Australia’s agreement, as stated above, to host
US nuclear weapons-capable B-52 bombers at
RAAF Base Tindal. This would escalate the highly
significant support that Australia already
provides – via Pine Gap and North West Cape –
to US nuclear war fighting capacity. 

Approximately half of the US B-52 fleet are
capable of carrying nuclear weapons. It is
possible to distinguish those that are nuclear
weapons capable from those that are not.
However, the Australian Government still
maintains the “neither confirm nor deny” policy
which allows US nuclear weapons to be brought 
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into Australia without even our parliament being
informed. This represents a loss of sovereignty
of the highest order. 

The Australian Government has not released any
legal advice or background research on the
impact of the HEU-fuelled AUKUS submarines on
the NPT and on nuclear weapons risks generally.

THE LONG TERM NUCLEAR WASTE
PROBLEM

AUKUS has opened up serious community
concerns regarding the nuclear waste, including
high level waste, that will be produced by the
nuclear submarines. 

The legislation governing the nuclear waste
management, the Australian Naval Nuclear
Power Safety Bill, allows the federal government
to declare any location in Australia as the site for
a high-level nuclear waste facility, without any
consultation with First Nations peoples or
anyone else.   This is a particularly authoritarian
outcome because the matter of nuclear waste
disposal has been highly contentious in
Australia, with several failed attempts to impose
nuclear waste dumps for even low-level waste on
unwilling communities.  

High level nuclear waste (HLW) must be isolated
from the environment for hundreds of thousands
of years.   Because the AUKUS submarines will
be fuelled with weapons-grade uranium, their
HLW will also contain weapons grade uranium,
requiring extremely tight security at every step,
before and after its disposal.  

While Australia will not be responsible for
managing spent nuclear fuel from US and UK
submarines, the legislation does allow for other
highly radioactive components from US and UK
submarines, such as used reactor components,
to be kept here permanently (in addition to the
HLW from the Australian AUKUS submarines). 

There is no operational long-term HLW facility
anywhere in the world. In the US and the UK,
high level waste from both military and civilian
reactors is just piling up with no long-term
solution in sight.

Successive US and UK governments have kicked
the nuclear waste can down the road, assuring
the public that a permanent geological disposal
site will be developed some time in the future.
The Albanese Labor government is now
misleading the Australian people in the same
way. 

Only Finland appears close to opening a
permanent deep geological repository for HLW,
after a process spanning decades. 
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Experts attribute the progress there to factors
including high trust in institutions, community
engagement, a lack of state-level power centres,
and a balance of power between industry and
stakeholders,   none of which exist in Australia.
On the contrary, the issue of naval nuclear waste
in Australia has been marked by almost total
secrecy.

In relation to US and UK naval low-level waste,
the Australian Submarine Agency (ASA) has
been granted a licence by the civilian nuclear
safety regulator ARPANSA, to establish a
‘Controlled Industrial Facility’ at HMAS Stirling in
WA.   There was no parliamentary process to
legitimise this. While ARPANSA did invite
submissions from the public on the matter, the
public were not permitted to see the ASA
application to ARPANSA, but merely ASA public
relations materials that omitted key information.
ARPANSA withheld all submissions from the
public. 

There is uproar in Adelaide about the designation
of the Osborne submarine shipyard as a nuclear
waste facility.   As a nuclear submarine port is
also planned for Australia’s east coast, in Port
Kembla, Newcastle or Brisbane (the exact
location not having been announced yet),   the
citizens of one of those cities will presumably
face the same imposition of nuclear waste
management on their city. 

Government ministers and other spokespeople
for the submarine program have consistently
attempted to dismiss the submarine low-level
waste problem by wrongly stating that it is the
same as hospital nuclear waste. 

Transparency is lacking even in relation to the
management of low-level naval nuclear waste. 

First Nations peoples’ land is particularly at risk.
The government has declared that the naval
nuclear waste dump will be on “military land”.

The Woomera nuclear testing facility would
seem to be one option, but this is First Nations
land. As noted above, the Australian Naval
Nuclear Power Safety Bill allows for the disposal
of naval nuclear waste anywhere, with no
consultation. 

Australia has supported the UN Declaration on
the Rights of Indigenous Peoples, which states:
“[No] storage or disposal of hazardous materials
shall take place in the lands or territories of
indigenous peoples without their free, prior and
informed consent”. 

Australia’s First Nations peoples still live with the
legacy of British nuclear testing on their land, and
now face the prospect of their land being used
for the dumping of toxic military nuclear waste -
including, again, from Great Britain – with no
transparency, consultation, accountability or
respect for their sovereignty. 

The legislation approving naval nuclear waste
disposal anywhere in Australia with no
community consultation or consent required is
draconian, and is inconsistent with Australia’s
commitment to the UN Declaration on the Rights
of Indigenous Peoples. 

The notion of accountability to future
generations has been destroyed by the
imposition on them of a high-level nuclear waste
problem for which there is no proven solution. 
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US Secretary of Defense Pete Hegseth hosts Australian
Deputy Prime Minister Richard Marles for a bilateral
exchange at the Pentagon, Washington, D.C., Feb. 7, 2025
Pic: US Secretary of Defense | Public Domain



UPPING THE “CHINA THREAT” 
NARRATIVE
The Australian public has been subjected to
repeated messages to persuade them that China
may be about to attack Australia. 

Successive governments have painted China as
“the enemy” and placed total faith in our allies,
primarily the US, to protect us from China.   

When he was Defence Minister, Peter Dutton said
it was “inconceivable” that Australia would not join
the US in a war with China over Taiwan.   No
debate has been held about the pros and cons of
such a stance. Mike Pezzullo, when he was Home
Affairs Department Secretary, told staff that the
“drums of war” were beating.   He has since called
for a “War Book” to be prepared for Australia.
On the streets of Australia, such statements and
actions feed racism and hate speech, which have
escalated. 

The percentage of Australians who were born in
China has grown rapidly over the last decade or
so. The Chinese-born population are the third
largest migrant community in Australia (after the
UK and India).   At the 2021 census, nearly 1.4
million Australian residents identified as having
Chinese ancestry. 

The Albanese Labor government has greatly
moderated Australia’s language about China and
returned Australia - China relations to a more civil
level, thus reducing the level of anti-Chinese bias
in public life. However, this is countered by
continuing framing of China by US and Australian
media, parliamentarians and military, as “the
enemy”, which leads to reduced social cohesion
for Chinese Australians. 

No balanced analysis of how much of a threat
China poses to Australia has been presented, nor
an examination of how China sees AUKUS. 
The impact of AUKUS on Chinese Australians
has not been the focus of any parliamentary
debate. 
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The AUKUS agreement raises a number of
unanswered questions that are fundamentally
important to transparency, accountability and
sovereignty for Australia.  

The following are just a few of them.  

The purpose of AUKUS 
What is the exact military role that is planned for
the AUKUS nuclear-powered submarines? In
which US missions are they designed to take
part? 

The strategic need for AUKUS, and other
options 
What research underpinned the 2024 National
Defence Strategy and supported an AUKUS-style
huge military build-up as the best way to promote
peace in the region? 

What studies examined other options (military
and non-military) for promoting peace in the
region? 

The full economic costs of AUKUS 
In addition to the announced cost of $368 billion
for AUKUS Pillar 1 (the nuclear-powered
submarines, the cost of which will almost
certainly rise), what is the expected cost of
AUKUS Pillar 2?  

Sovereignty of military command  
Will Australian military officers be in command
of the bases, ships and aircraft funded by
Australian taxpayers, and will the Australian
government determine the missions for our ships
and aircraft?  

Sovereignty over warfare conducted from
Australia  
The US is installing Tomahawk missiles and B-52
bombers in northern Australia. Before they are
launched from Australian territory, what
consultation with the Parliament is required?  

As well as HMAS Stirling, Darwin, Tindal,
Scherger, Pine Gap and other bases to which the
US has access, what other bases will be needed
as ”spares” if those are taken out in a war?
Where are they? 

The undisclosed political commitments 
What are the undisclosed “political
commitments” made between the AUKUS
partners in August 2024? 

War over Taiwan 
Has Australia given the US any commitment
about our involvement in a future war between
the US and China over Taiwan? 

Impacts on regional relationships 
Did the government receive any research or
advice regarding the likely impacts of AUKUS on
our relationships with Pacific neighbours,
particularly in relation to the Treaty of
Rarotonga? If so, what was it? 

Impacts on nuclear weapons risks 
What research and advice did the government
receive on the likely impact of AUKUS on nuclear
weapons proliferation risks, and on the risks of a
nuclear weapons attack on Australia? 

MULTIPLE QUESTIONS UNANSWERED
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Liability and compensation for a nuclear
accident 
In the event of an accident involving possible
release of radioactivity related to a UK or US
nuclear submarine in Australian waters, which
nation would be held financially liable for any
clean up, and what compensation arrangements
would apply? 

Nuclear waste 
How will the site for disposal of AUKUS
intermediate and high-level waste be chosen, and
which agencies will be involved in that process? 

What is the expected total cost of the nuclear
waste disposal, including for permanent security
arrangements for the high-level waste? Are these
costs additional to the announced cost of the
submarines themselves? 

Will Australia comply with our obligations under
the UN Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous
Peoples regarding the need for free, prior and
informed consent? If so, by what process will
such consent be sought?
 

Terms of withdrawal 
The US and UK are able to withdraw from the
AUKUS agreement on their own terms. What
matching provision applies to Australia? 

What would it cost for Australia to cancel
AUKUS? 

AUKUS and President Trump 
Are there any circumstances in which the
destabilising and anti-democratic actions of US
President Trump would be of sufficient concern
to prompt a reconsideration of AUKUS by the
Australian Government? 
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