
 

Assume and presume both mean "to take something for 
granted" or "to take something as true." The difference 
between the words lies in the degree of confidence held 
by the speaker or writer. If he or she is making an 
informed guess based on reasonable evidence, presume 
is the word to use; if a guess is made based on little or 
no evidence, assume is usually used. (This is not true, 
however, in the legal catchphrase "presumed innocent 
until proven guilty." That sense of presume is separately 
defined as "to suppose to be true without proof" and is 
based on the fact that legal systems grant the 
presumption of innocence, thereby placing the burden 
of proof on the prosecution.) 

 
https://www.merriam-webster.com/words-at-play/assume-vs-presume 



In the 1828 An American Dictionary of the English Language, 
Noah Webster nicely distinguishes the different uses of the words. 
He defines presume as "to take or suppose to be true or entitled 
to belief, without examination or positive proof, or on the 
strength of probability," and assume as "to take for granted, or 
without proof; to suppose as a fact." The etymologies of these 
words reflect Webster's defining. Both words ultimately derive 
from the Latin verb sumere, meaning "to take." The ancestor of 
presume was formed by joining that verb with the Latin prefix 
prae- (pre- in English), meaning "before," whereas the ancestor of 
assume was formed with ad-, meaning "to" or "toward." 
Translated: praesumere means "to take in advance," and 
adsumere, "to take to oneself." Hence, for Webster, to presume 
something was to take it to be true or likely in advance because it 
is "entitled to belief" or because of "the strength of probability," 
and to assume something was to take it and adopt it as fact. 

 
https://www.merriam-webster.com/words-at-play/assume-vs-presume 

 



But even that argument is narrow-minded because it assumes women are 
monolithic and all have the same needs, interests and political positions.  



But even that argument is narrow-minded because it assumes women are 
monolithic and all have the same needs, interests and political positions.  



But even that argument is narrow-minded because it assumes women are 
monolithic and all have the same needs, interests and political positions.  

 

I favor the latter explanation, also known as a sensibly presumed truth, 
just as I believe William Shakespeare wrote a few plays in his day.  



But even that argument is narrow-minded because it assumes women are 
monolithic and all have the same needs, interests and political positions.  

 

I favor the latter explanation, also known as a sensibly presumed truth, 
just as I believe William Shakespeare wrote a few plays in his day.  

 

 



But even that argument is narrow-minded because it assumes women are 
monolithic and all have the same needs, interests and political positions.  

 

I favor the latter explanation, also known as a sensibly presumed truth, 
just as I believe William Shakespeare wrote a few plays in his day.  

 
To require total changeover may be beyond the means available and 
assumes knowledge of the solution. 

 



But even that argument is narrow-minded because it assumes women are 
monolithic and all have the same needs, interests and political positions.  

 

I favor the latter explanation, also known as a sensibly presumed truth, 
just as I believe William Shakespeare wrote a few plays in his day.  

 
To require total changeover may be beyond the means available and 
assumes knowledge of the solution. 

 

 



But even that argument is narrow-minded because it assumes women are 
monolithic and all have the same needs, interests and political positions.  

 

I favor the latter explanation, also known as a sensibly presumed truth, 
just as I believe William Shakespeare wrote a few plays in his day.  

 
To require total changeover may be beyond the means available and 
assumes knowledge of the solution. 

 

For some reason they assumed this would be won by the Conservatives. 

 

 



But even that argument is narrow-minded because it assumes women are 
monolithic and all have the same needs, interests and political positions.  

 

I favor the latter explanation, also known as a sensibly presumed truth, 
just as I believe William Shakespeare wrote a few plays in his day.  

 
To require total changeover may be beyond the means available and 
assumes knowledge of the solution. 

 

For some reason they assumed this would be won by the Conservatives. 

 

 



But even that argument is narrow-minded because it assumes women are 
monolithic and all have the same needs, interests and political positions.  

 

I favor the latter explanation, also known as a sensibly presumed truth, 
just as I believe William Shakespeare wrote a few plays in his day.  

 
To require total changeover may be beyond the means available and 
assumes knowledge of the solution. 

 

For some reason they assumed this would be won by the Conservatives. 

 

For now, judges seem to presume that everyone is relatively good at voice 
recognition, better, in fact, than the research suggests is possible. 



But even that argument is narrow-minded because it assumes women are 
monolithic and all have the same needs, interests and political positions.  

 

I favor the latter explanation, also known as a sensibly presumed truth, 
just as I believe William Shakespeare wrote a few plays in his day.  

 
To require total changeover may be beyond the means available and 
assumes knowledge of the solution. 

 

For some reason they assumed this would be won by the Conservatives. 

 

For now, judges seem to presume that everyone is relatively good at voice 
recognition, better, in fact, than the research suggests is possible. 

 

 



But even that argument is narrow-minded because it assumes women are 
monolithic and all have the same needs, interests and political positions.  

 

I favor the latter explanation, also known as a sensibly presumed truth, 
just as I believe William Shakespeare wrote a few plays in his day.  

 
To require total changeover may be beyond the means available and 
assumes knowledge of the solution. 

 

For some reason they assumed this would be won by the Conservatives. 

 

For now, judges seem to presume that everyone is relatively good at voice 
recognition, better, in fact, than the research suggests is possible. 

 

The one problem I have with the skeptical argument is that it often 
assumes proof is an easy thing to come by. 



But even that argument is narrow-minded because it assumes women are 
monolithic and all have the same needs, interests and political positions.  

 

I favor the latter explanation, also known as a sensibly presumed truth, 
just as I believe William Shakespeare wrote a few plays in his day.  

 
To require total changeover may be beyond the means available and 
assumes knowledge of the solution. 

 

For some reason they assumed this would be won by the Conservatives. 

 

For now, judges seem to presume that everyone is relatively good at voice 
recognition, better, in fact, than the research suggests is possible. 

 

The one problem I have with the skeptical argument is that it often 
assumes proof is an easy thing to come by. 


