The debate over cartesian dualism

Descartes (1596-1650):  believed that what we are seeking in attempting to learn about the world is knowledge of things as they are in themselves, independently of our perception or knowledge of them.  

Yet this seems impossible since Descartes believes that what we know directly is not things in themselves, but rather our impressions of them. (Cartesian Dualism)

Descartes believes that the existence of a beneficent deity guarantees that our impressions of things actually correspond to those things existing independently of our knowledge of them.  

Hume points out that if we do not believe in such a deity we have no means of extrapolating about the objective world from our sense impressions.  

Kant says to Hume, You're right, we cannot know things in themselves but that's ok because that's not what we are trying to do when we try to learn about nature.  

We can know nature because we are not trying to know things in themselves but rather things as we experience them (i.e. PHENOMENA). 

There are things that we can know for certain about things as we experience them, because our minds contribute to our experiences of things, in certain regular structural ways.  

Since our mind makes these contributions, we can know these things a priori, even though we need to turn to empirical methods of verification to verify the truth of individual statements.  

