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Vatican is still not a member of UN, while Switzerland is.

Here on page no.4 is not really clear :

"Similarly, a country may choose not to join the UN due its own reasons, as it was
with the Vatican, and Switzerland."

On the first use of the aberrations you should explain the full meaning. For example
RSFSR (Russian Soviet Federative Socialist Republic).

For this kind of claims you should use some references in support:

"For instance, he made some kind of ‘gifts’ during his leadership, such as the transfer
of Crimea and Sevastopol to Ukraine.

Nowadays the following" on page 5.
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