	If the rightness or the wrongness of an action depends upon its consequences, how can we work out what is right to do before we do it? Consequences are notoriously unpredictable and if our action is only justifiable according to consequences then it is also damnable if the consequences do not turn out how we expected, despite our good intentions. In Catholic morality this is stated as “the end never justifies the means.”
	The theory places a burden of responsibility on every person, which sometimes is too great to bear. Since it refuses to prescribe general rules and laws it means that every situation has to be assessed. This is often impractical as well as too burdensome for those caught in a stressful or emotional situation who might find it impossible to interpret the purity of their own motives.



	It is promoted by some as a Christian ethic since it bases its decisions upon Christ’s statement that the whole of the  law was summed up by the command that we ought to love our neighbour.
	Situation ethics allows people to take responsibility for their own moral decision –making. It does not patronise them and insist that they follow rules unquestioningly.

	Situation Ethics demands the most loving outcome is achieved for the most people, even if this were achieved by, say, the execution of one innocent person. Situation Ethics allows people and governments to overlook the rights of minorities in the interests of the greater good. There is no place in Situation Ethics for an ultimate statement of human rights – rights are absolutist concepts and can have no place in a relativistic system like Situation Ethics.
	The ethic of love can very easily become a mask for selfishness. Situation Ethics, in practice would become a system where the strong did what they wanted while the weak suffer. Fletcher even indicates this in his examples: a baby is killed by a soldier, a handicapped unborn baby by its mother. These are promoted as good choices by Fletcher. I think the children in both cases would have reason to differ if they were able.

	It provides a Christian approach to issues that are not covered in the Bible, for example, genetic engineering, nuclear warfare and animal testing.
	It promotes the absolute rule of love. It is difficult to dispute that loving other people is ever wrong.

	36"Teacher, which is the greatest commandment in the Law?" 37Jesus replied: " 'Love the Lord your God with all your heart and with all your soul and with all your mind.' 38This is the first and greatest commandment. 39And the second is like it: 'Love your neighbor as yourself.' 40All the Law and the Prophets hang on these two commandments."

Matt 22:36-40
	17"Do not think that I have come to abolish the Law or the Prophets; I have not come to abolish them but to fulfill them. 18I tell you the truth, until heaven and earth disappear, not the smallest letter, not the least stroke of a pen, will by any means disappear from the Law until everything is accomplished. 19Anyone who breaks one of the least of these commandments and teaches others to do the same will be called least in the kingdom of heaven, but whoever practices and teaches these commands will be called great in the kingdom of heaven

Matt 5:17-19
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