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SUMMARY

The Pennsylvania Supreme Court held that child protective services must establish traditional probable

cause under the Fourth Amendment and Article I, Section 8 of the Pennsylvania Constitution before a

court can compel a home inspection, rejecting a "social worker exception." The Court found DHS

failed to establish probable cause where an anonymous report of homelessness was refuted by the

agency's own investigation and a single allegation of failing to feed a child during an eight-hour period

lacked a nexus to the home or evidence of ongoing neglect. The Court reversed the order compelling

the home visit, emphasizing that the sanctity of the home requires a firm probable cause showing

before a state agency can compel entry.
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Appeal from the Superior Court's order affirming in part and reversing
in part the trial court's order granting DHS's petition to compel

cooperation with a home inspection.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the Superior Court erred in creating a rule of law that violates Article I, Section 8 of the
Pennsylvania Constitution and the Fourth Amendment of the United States Constitution by allowing a
home inspection based on an anonymous GPS report without a showing of a link between the allegations

and the home, and without a showing of particularity.

HOLDINGS

1. DHS did not establish probable cause. The evidence was insufficient: the anonymous report was
uncorroborated, the homelessness allegation was rebutted, the failure to feed allegation had no nexus to

the home, and the prior dependency history was stale.

2. The prior dependency history was stale and irrelevant because it was four years old and the conditions

had been resolved. Mother's demeanor alone cannot support probable cause.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Before the Court is the question of whether DHS established sufficient probable cause for the trial court to
issue the order permitting entry into the home without consent. We conclude that DHS did not establish

probable cause and thus reverse the order of the Superior Court.” (at 1)

“We expressly hold that there is no 'social worker exception' to compliance with constitutional limitations on

an entry into a home without consent or exigent circumstances.” (at 30)

“Nothing short of probable cause, guided by the traditional principles that govern its federal and state
constitutional limitations, will suffice when a trial court makes a determination as to whether or not to

authorize a home visit.” (at 38)

“To establish probable cause, there must be a specific nexus between the items to be searched and the

suspected crime committed.” (at 43)

“The Superior Court's probable cause analysis fails in several respects. First, while the court indicated that
there was a 'link' between the allegations and DHS's petition to enter the home, it did not explain what that
link was between the home inspection and the allegation that Mother may have failed to feed one of the

children for eight hours.” (at 46)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

DHS received an anonymous GPS report alleging that three weeks earlier, Mother's family was observed
sleeping outside a Philadelphia Housing Authority office, and that on May 21, 2019, Mother was observed



protesting outside the office from noon to 8:00 PM with one child, and it was unknown whether she fed the child
during that time. Mother denied homelessness and stated she was protesting. DHS verified the family's address
and attempted a home visit, but Mother refused entry without a court order. DHS filed petitions to compel
cooperation, and the trial court granted the petition after a hearing. The home inspection occurred on June 14,

2019, and the home was found safe and suitable.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

DHS filed petitions to compel cooperation with a home visit based on an anonymous GPS report. The trial court
granted the petition after a hearing. Mother appealed. The Superior Court affirmed the probable cause finding
but reversed the no-recording provision. The Pennsylvania Supreme Court granted allocatur to review the

probable cause standard.
DISPOSITION

reversed
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