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PALM BEACH CARAVAN PARK RESIDENTS 
Grievance 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham — Leader of the Opposition) [9.41 am]: My grievance is to the Minister 
for Housing on behalf of the residents of the Palm Beach Caravan Park in Rockingham. The Palm Beach 
Caravan Park residents are being evicted from their homes by the Abbott federal government. I will explain why 
this is happening. 

The Palm Beach Caravan Park is home to around 150 or 160 residents who live in permanent mobile homes or 
caravans that are permanently on the site. They have lived there for a very long time. The residents are 
predominantly elderly; some are veterans, some are widows and some are people who are long-term unemployed 
or disability pensioners. Some of these people have happily lived there for decades. They pay their rent to the 
current owner of the Palm Beach Caravan Park, who, I might add, gave them assurances that they would be there 
in perpetuity. The residents accepted those assurances when they bought their properties or established homes in 
the Palm Beach Caravan Park. The residents do not have Torrens title or the same legal capacities of someone 
who owns a house—that is, that the property is inviolate. But they were given assurances by the owner when 
they bought their properties or established themselves in this caravan park—a very large site, I might add—that 
they would be there forever. Otherwise, they would not have paid tens of thousands of dollars for their homes. 
That is the background. 

Defence Housing Australia, an arm of the commonwealth government, has purchased this caravan park and will 
be evicting these residents in 26 months from now. In 26 months these people will be without their homes 
because the commonwealth government has purchased that site and plans to establish a housing estate with one-
third of the properties allocated to defence members. Were this site not the Palm Beach Caravan Park, I would 
say that it is wonderful, terrific, that Defence Housing Australia is providing more housing in my electorate. 
However, buying the Palm Beach Caravan Park and evicting the 160 or so predominantly elderly residents is, I 
think, a shameful thing for the commonwealth government to do to these people. I think it is shameful that the 
commonwealth government is doing this without at least investigating the history of this issue and the assurances 
that these people were given about the longevity of their homes at the site. 

I have raised this issue in this place before. The former Minister for Housing, the member for Vasse, indicated in 
this place that when these caravan parks became available, the state would look at purchasing—in fact, he said it 
would purchase—these caravan park sites, rezone them so that they could not be knocked over for housing and 
put them back on the market. That was the assurance given by the former Minister for Housing, the member for 
Vasse, Troy Buswell. Now it appears that that assurance is out the window. These people are now going to be 
made homeless by the Abbott government and the assurances given by the Barnett government come to nothing. 
There is now a large number of residents in my electorate who will be without their homes. I find it 
extraordinary and shameful that the state and federal governments have done this. 

First, is the state government aware of this? Second, what is the state government going to do about it? What will 
the state government do to provide some certainty for the future for the people who live in this caravan park 
estate? I expect that the residents would like the caravan park not to be rezoned in a way that allows them to be 
evicted from their homes. I would welcome such a decision from the government. If the government can give an 
assurance that it will not rezone this caravan park, which will stop these residents’ homes being knocked over, it 
can give that assurance now and I would welcome it. If the government will not give that assurance and is going 
to allow these people to be evicted from their homes, I would like to know what the government will do to help 
them. What will the government do to give these people somewhere to go? What is the government going to do 
to compensate them? What will the government do to make sure that these people can at least pursue, or have, a 
decent lifestyle after they lose their homes? Where are these people going to go? What public housing is going to 
be made available? What is the Department of Housing going to do? What will the state government do in 
conjunction with the commonwealth government to give these people a way forward? I want all those assurances 
and I want to see some way forward for this. There has been a significant and outrageous failure by the 
commonwealth and state governments. 

To recap, I want to hear from the minister what the state is going to do for these people. I met with 
commonwealth representatives the other day and expressed my displeasure at what the Abbott government is 
doing to these people, and now I want to hear what the state government is going to do for them. The minister’s 
predecessor, the member for Vasse, gave an assurance that he would make sure that these things would not 
happen, and now they are happening. It is happening to a large group of elderly people and veterans in my 
electorate. I am not happy about it and they are not happy about it. We want to make sure that they have at least 
an opportunity for a decent future and some surety about their future. I expect that from this people will suffer 
great mental anguish. These people are very elderly. When elderly people suffer great mental anguish, the 
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consequences can be tragic. I want to know that somehow this government is going to do something to help 
these people. 

MR W.R. MARMION (Nedlands — Minister for Housing) [9.48 am]: I thank the Leader of the Opposition 
for this grievance. As he knows, this issue has been bubbling along for some time. A whole-of-government 
approach is required on the issue of caravan parks and that has been happening over the last number of years. I 
think it even started in the member for Rockingham’s time in the Labor government when it brought in policy 
initiatives to address the issue of the impact of increased residential development on caravan parks. Caravan 
parks previously located on the outer edges of towns—members all know areas where this has happened—have 
had the town encroach past the caravan park. The caravan park is then right in the middle of a residential area. 
Of course, for the private owner of a caravan park in that situation, the value starts to escalate and there are 
issues such as land tax increases. I was not in Parliament at that time, but I think the Labor government put in 
one policy initiative—the Leader of the Opposition might be able to confirm this by way of interjection—to 
reduce land tax by 50 per cent for caravan parks as an incentive for people to maintain caravan parks. When the 
Liberal–National government came to office, when I was briefly Minister for Commerce, we made it 100 per 
cent, because the issue had not abated at all. The caravan park in the member for Rockingham’s electorate was a 
main reason for concern. From memory, another land tax break, a 100 per cent reduction for up to 10 years, was 
put in place so that there was an incentive to retain caravan parks. If the owner sold the caravan park, they had to 
repay the 10 years of accrued land tax. 

I have a fair bit of sympathy for the people in that caravan park in the Leader of the Opposition’s electorate. It is 
an issue that relates more to the Minister for Commerce. It also involves the Minister for Planning, and I guess to 
some extent I am the Minister for Housing who picks up the pieces. 

The Leader of the Opposition asked whether there would be another policy way to address the issue. The answer 
is rezoning. Indeed, if it could not be rezoned for residential use, the caravan park could be maintained in its 
current form. That could be included in the local planning scheme of the local council, in conjunction with the 
Minister for Planning. That is certainly one way of attacking the issue. From what I can see, if it has been sold, I 
do not know whether that would still be an open option. 

Recognising that this is a whole-of-state issue, a couple of years ago my department, the Department of 
Commerce and the Minister for Planning got together and formed a group to try to work out how we could 
address this issue and whether we could find new sites. Two sites are being looked at as possible alternative sites 
for caravan parks within the metropolitan area. One is in Whiteman Park and the other is around Ascot. Some 
geotechnical work and some environmental reports are being done. They should be completed shortly, and then 
there will be some feasibility studies on those. However, that does not solve the problem of someone in an 
existing caravan park in Rockingham who has purchased a caravan, probably at some expense. I know of one 
lady and either she or the Leader of the Opposition has written to me. They have invested $170 000 in their 
permanent caravan. Elderly people get used to where they are living and do not want to move anyway, so even if 
we found a suitable place for this person and other people in that situation, I can understand that they still would 
not be very satisfied. In addition, there is obviously the cost of moving. All those issues are being looked at. 

Getting back to my department, we found out that the facility was being sold. My notes did not tell me who the 
purchaser was. This is the first I have known that it is Defence Housing Australia. That throws another element 
into the equation because that links in with the commonwealth. My department has interviewed people in the 
caravan park, and some of them have gone on to the priority list for a state housing home, so if things do not 
work out, they will be on that priority list. A team is working through that. It has, I believe, until 2016 before the 
caravan park owner will ask everyone to vacate the site. 

It is a difficult issue. To what extent is the government getting involved in the private sector when a private 
person owns a caravan park? I believe the Department of Housing looked at the possibility of purchasing that 
site a little while ago. It found that the asking price was not value for money and did not stack up for the 
department. It must be remembered that my department is looking more towards the affordable housing sector. 
Obviously, with Defence Housing Australia coming in, the price must now stack up. Are there any other issues? 

Mr M. McGowan: What are you actually going to do? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: My Department of Housing is making sure that if someone is dislocated, they will be 
looked after in terms of the housing list, and it is making sure that if they qualify, they will have access to a state 
housing home. 

Mr M. McGowan: But there is no surety. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: There is no surety. 
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Mr M. McGowan: And what are you going to do about planning? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: The Minister for Planning and the Minister for Commerce, as part of the whole-of-
government team looking at the issue, would be aware of this. 

Mr M. McGowan: Yes, but what are you going to do? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: A meeting will be held in the next week or two by the relevant departments to address 
the whole caravan park issue, which will include the one in the Leader of the Opposition’s electorate. 
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