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 From J. S. Mill to J. Rawls, Liberalism has privileged to the nation-state both ethically and ontologically. Even liberalists like W. Kymlicka, who specialises the issue of muliti-culturalism are not exceptional. So should we conclude that liberalism cannot go beyond the nation-state?  The main purpose of this paper is to answer this question.


I will argue that the answer is logically no (still open), although historically yes. I shall show a possibility that liberalism can go beyond the nation-state through reading the work of A. Sen on identity.


The major findings from the paper will be following three points. First, Amartya Sen do not put any ethical or ontological privilege to the nation-state. However it is not derived from his ethical commitment to liberalism. Secondly, it is rather come from his ontological commitment to anti-essentialism. Thirdly, however, Sen only commits a particular form of anti-essentialism. We could differentiate three types of anti-essentialism among post-colonial and cultural studies, and Sen, S. Hall and H. Bhabha can be classified to the same type which is one of them.


The last finding would suggest a possibility of negotiation between liberalist discourse and post-colonial and cultural discourse, but it would be beyond the scope of this paper.    

