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Civil liberties 
Civil liberties are the various provisions by the constitution that define the various limitations on the power of the government. The liberties explain the various freedoms of the people which the government cannot intrude or prohibit as they are protected under the constitution. An example of liberty includes the freedom to exercise religion which the government is not allowed to interfere with based on the constitutional amendments. Civil liberties also define the various limitations to the criminal justice system. Civil liberties define what criminal justice is required to do or prohibited when an individual is arraigned in court (Brennan Jr, 2019).
The constitution protects individuals from the bill of attainder. The bill of attainder is a law that allows the conviction and punishment of an individual without undergoing a trial. This tactic is famous in the United Kingdom where the enemies of the king were prosecuted without undergoing trial. The constitutional amendment prohibits the use of such laws against US citizens. The Fifth Amendment of the Constitution embodies the concept of due process for all individuals accused of a crime. In Article I, Section 9, of the US constitution, the 3rd paragraph prohibits the Bill of Attainder from being passed. These clauses prohibit the criminal justice system from imprisonment or punishment of any individual without following due process (Strasser, 2018).
The US constitution also provides liberties against prosecution under the ex post facto law. The ex post facto law can be defined as a law that allows an individual to be prosecuted for criminal conduct even although it was not criminal when the individual committed the crimes. The use of ex post facto laws can be used by the prosecution to increase the crimes against an individual even when committed before they were declared crimes. Just like the Bill of Attainder, the ex post facto laws are prohibited under the 5th amendment of the constitution. In Article I of the united states constitution, the 3rd paragraph provides that individuals arraigned in a court of law should neither be convicted nor punished under the ex post facto laws. The constitution also prohibits the passing of these laws by congress(Strasser, 2018). 
The writ of habeas corpus is also a part of the liberties which protect individuals under the constitution. As a part of the liberties provided by the constitution, it is used in the legal system as a way of ensuring that individuals are lawfully detained. When an individual feels that they were not legally detained or imprisoned through the wrong process or denied access to the civilian courts, the writ of habeas corpus allows a neutral judge to review the process which led to the detainment or imprisonment. This is mostly useful in times of war or when an individual is detained without access to lawyers or a court due to matters of national security. The Fifth Amendment prohibits the congress or the criminal justice from system cannot prevent the individual from filing a petition against unlawful detention (Oaks, 2016).
Due process is one of the individual liberties provided by the constitution of the united states. According to the due process clause, any individual is entitled to fair procedures in a court of law before an individual is deprived of different interests such as life, liberty, and property. Every individual under the bill of rights is entitled to a fair prosecution without any bias which may result in wrongful deprivation of interests. This clause prevents the government from interfering with the prosecution of any individual which may lead to unfair prosecution or detainment without enough evidence for prosecution. 
System professionals and the individual liberties 
The system professionals such as judges, police officers, and other officers involved in the criminal justice system should strictly adhere to these liberties as provided by the constitution. The constitution prohibits any changes which may be made to these rules even when there is a need to change them based on societal needs. Regardless of the prevailing conditions, every individual who is prosecuted under the criminal justice system in the united states is entitled to due process and all the other factors (Strasser, 2018).
For the matters of national security, an individual may be detained illegally by the military or the criminal justice system due to the various threats one poses to the public. However, the privilege of habeas corpus can be suspended in cases when an individual faces charges of promoting rebellion against the federal government which may threaten public safety. All the other liberties are however required to be followed in every process which results in punishment for the individual. For instance, an individual may not be prosecuted under the ex post facto laws for crimes committed before the changes in-laws. The bill of and the ex post facto laws are suspended from being passed by congress under any circumstances. This means that all professionals working in the criminal justice system cannot prosecute individuals under the laws which violate the provision of Article I, paragraph 3 in the constitution (Oaks, 2016).
Conclusion 
The bill of rights was passed as the constitution was first written in the summer of 1787. There were however suggestions to include these in the constitution. The various amendments which followed after the passing of the constitution helped in protecting the citizens more. The criminal justice system under the 5th amendment has had most of its powers limited to ensure a fair trial of individuals. These limitations define the various individual liberties provided by the US constitution (Brennan Jr, 2019).
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