
Two Puzzles about *Ought* 
 
Abstract: This paper investigates the puzzling three-envelope case. I argue that the traditional 
appeal to subjective and objective 'oughts' looks unpromising. This is because two state of the art 
views of the subjective ought do a poor job explaining our judgments about the case. I then offer 
an alternative proposal that seems to do the work needed. But there is a second puzzling feature 
of the case that is only accentuated by my proposal. I argue that this puzzle is solved if we hold 
that *ought *is assessor-sensitive. 
 


