Lin v. United States proves courts still consider the United States as not including territories
Kollar-Kotelly 16 – (Colleen Kollar-Kotelly is a United States District Judge for the District of Columbia); Lin v. United States, 177 F. Supp. 3d 242, 258-59 (D.D.C. 2016); https://casetext.com/case/lin-v-us-republic-of-china //sp
The FSIA's term “United States” is narrowly construed to mean only “the continental United States and those islands that are part of the United States and its possessions,” Amerada Hess , 488 U.S. at 440, 109 S.Ct. 683, and does not include territories over which the United States might exercise some form of jurisdiction. See id. at 440–41, 109 S.Ct. 683 ; Persinger v. Islamic Rep. of Iran , 729 F.2d 835, 839 (D.C.Cir.1984). For example, the “high seas” fall outside the FSIA's definition of the “United States” even though the high seas might otherwise be within the United States' admiralty jurisdiction. Amerada Hess , 488 U.S. at 440–41, 109 S.Ct. 683. Similarly, a U.S. embassy in a foreign country does not constitute the “United States” for purposes of the FSIA because, even though the United States exercises certain forms of jurisdiction over its embassies, embassies are not within the continental United States and are not islands or possessions of the United States. Persinger , 729 F.2d at 839–842. See also Perez v. The Bahamas , 652 F.2d 186, 189 n.1 (D.C.Cir.1981) (expressing doubt that a territory falling within the “Fishery Conservation Zone suffices as territory of the United States within the meaning of the FSIA” because it was clear that Congress intended the Fishery Conservation Management Act to extend U.S. jurisdiction only for limited maritime purposes). Here, Plaintiffs argue that the tortious activity at issue occurred “within the United States” because when the nationality decrees were issued in 1946, Taiwan was “subject to complete American military occupation” and therefore should be considered “within the United States” for purposes of the FSIA's non-commercial tort exception. See Pls.' Opp'n to ROC's Mot. at 18. Plaintiffs' argument is unavailing and contrary to the established case law described above. The Supreme Court and the D.C. Circuit have definitely held that the FSIA's term, “United States,” is narrowly construed to mean only “the continental United States and those islands that are part of the United States and its possessions,” Amerada Hess , 488 U.S. at 440, 109 S.Ct. 683, and does not include territories over which the United States might exercise some form of jurisdiction. See id. at 440–41, 109 S.Ct. 683 ; Persinger , 729 F.2d at 839
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