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Abstract 

Cloud platforms have become essential to the operations of non-profit organizations 
(NPOs), offering affordability, scalability, and global reach. Yet the move to cloud also 
reconfigures the organization’s risk surface, shifting certain controls to providers while 
enlarging the customer’s responsibility for identity, configuration, and data governance. This 
article presents a practical, standards-aligned blueprint for securing cloud services in 
resource-constrained NPOs. It frames security through the shared responsibility model; 
prescribes high-impact controls—encryption in transit/at rest with managed keys, strong 
identity and access management (MFA, least privilege, role design), continuous 
configuration monitoring, and reliable backup/restore; and shows how virtual network 
isolation, logging, and posture management mitigate prevalent misconfigurations. Selection 
criteria for cloud providers (ISO/IEC certifications, SOC 2, GDPR alignment) and service 
level/incident response expectations are translated into actionable due-diligence checks. 
Case vignettes demonstrate how KMS-based encryption, immutable backups, and policy 
automation (e.g., custodians and CSPM) reduce exposure to ransomware, cloud account 
takeovers, and data leakage. The contribution integrates authoritative guidance (NIST, ISO/
IEC, CSA, OWASP, and provider frameworks) into a focused, cost-aware roadmap that 
preserves mission continuity and donor trust. 
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1. Introduction 

For NPOs, cloud services concentrate scarce budgets on mission delivery while enabling 
secure-by-default capabilities that were once out of reach. Security, however, is not 
“outsourced” with hosting. The most common failures in cloud environments—weak 
identity controls, excessive permissions, and misconfigurations—are squarely within the 
customer’s remit. This article distills the must-have practices that deliver the largest risk 
reduction per dollar for NPOs adopting AWS, Azure, Google Cloud, and comparable 
providers. 

2. Context and Background 

Cloud security is governed by a shared responsibility model: providers secure the 
underlying facilities and core services; customers secure identities, data, and configurations 
of what they build and run on top. Authoritative frameworks—NIST SP 800-53, ISO/IEC 
27017/27018, CSA Cloud Controls Matrix (CCM), OWASP’s Cloud Top 10—translate that 
model into controls for access, configuration, logging, resilience, and privacy. Applied 
pragmatically, these frameworks let NPOs prioritize a lean set of controls with outsized 
impact. 

3. Core Dimensions / Approaches 

3.1 Identity and Access Management (IAM) 

• MFA everywhere for human and privileged accounts; require phishing-resistant 
factors where available. 

• Least privilege by design using roles/policies tied to job functions; avoid long-lived 
access keys; rotate credentials. 

• Guardrails: deny “*” permissions, require approval/workflows for elevation, and 
schedule quarterly access reviews. 

3.2 Data Protection and Key Management 

• Encryption in transit and at rest as a default (TLS 1.2+/1.3; storage/database 
encryption). 
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• Managed keys via KMS/Cloud KMS; separate key admin from data admin; rotate 
keys and log key usage. 

• Backup encryption and immutability for recovery points to withstand ransomware 
and insider abuse. 

3.3 Network Security and Segmentation 

• VPCs/VNETs with private subnets for sensitive workloads; expose only required 
endpoints. 

• Security groups/NSGs and ACLs to enforce least-access between tiers; block 
lateral movement. 

• Private access (PrivateLink/Private Service Connect/Private Endpoints) to keep 
traffic off the public internet when feasible. 

3.4 Logging, Monitoring, and Posture Management 

• Comprehensive audit logging (e.g., CloudTrail/Azure Activity Log/GCP Audit 
Logs) with centralized retention. 

• Real-time monitoring (e.g., CloudWatch/Log Analytics/Cloud Monitoring) and 
actionable alerts for policy violations. 

• Cloud Security Posture Management (CSPM) or policy-as-code tools to 
continuously detect and auto-remediate misconfigurations (e.g., public buckets, open 
security groups). 

3.5 Resilience: Backup, Recovery, and DR 

• Apply the 3-2-1 rule (three copies, two media, one offline/immutable). 

• Automate backups for object storage, databases, and VMs; test restores quarterly; 
document RPO/RTO targets. 

• Maintain a cloud-specific incident response playbook (credential compromise, 
misconfiguration, data leakage, regional outage). 

3.6 Provider Selection and Assurance 
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• Prefer providers with ISO/IEC 27001/27017/27018, SOC 2, and strong privacy 
assurances (e.g., GDPR). 

• Review SLAs and incident response clauses (uptime, notification timelines, 
evidence access). 

• Consider cost-effective providers only where security transparency and controls 
meet the above benchmarks. 

4. Case Studies / Illustrative Examples 

• KMS-Protected Donor Records: An NPO enabled storage-level encryption with 
managed keys and separated key custodianship from database admins. A lost laptop 
incident yielded no reportable breach due to encrypted data and enforced IAM. 

• Public Bucket Near-Miss: CSPM flagged a policy drift that exposed an object store 
to the internet. Auto-remediation closed access within minutes, and a post-mortem 
tightened change workflows. 

• Ransomware Containment: Immutable, cross-region backups allowed rapid restore 
of a file share after a compromised endpoint synced encrypted files. Downtime was 
limited to hours, with no ransom paid. 

5. Discussion 

The control set that matters most in cloud mirrors the dominant failure modes: identity, 
configuration, and visibility. Enforcing MFA and least privilege, automating configuration 
baselines, and maintaining high-fidelity logs blunt the majority of cloud incidents. 
Standards offer comprehensive catalogs, but NPOs benefit from a minimal viable baseline 
anchored in provider-native capabilities and automated checks—scalable, affordable, and 
auditable. Governance completes the picture: CAB-style change control for cloud policies, 
quarterly access/restore tests, and board-level reporting on posture metrics. 

6. Conclusion 
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Cloud adoption can raise—not lower—security if NPOs leverage provider controls 
intentionally. By operationalizing shared responsibility; hardening identity, data, and 
networks; automating posture management; and validating recovery, organizations protect 
beneficiaries’ and donors’ data while sustaining mission delivery. Aligning these practices 
with recognized certifications and frameworks strengthens external assurance and internal 
discipline alike. 
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