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Abstract
Unaided AAC approaches have been used with children and adults with intellectual and communication difficulties for the past 4 decades (e.g.  Bonta & Watters, 1983; Bonvillian & Nelson, 1978). Manual signing systems have been used as a form of augmentative communication with people with intellectual disability without hearing impairment in the United States  (e.g.  Kahn, 1996; Kouri, 1988),  the UK (e.g.  Clibbens, 2001; Grove & Walker, 1990), Australia (e.g. Iacono & Duncum, 1995) and in many European countries (e.g.  Granlund, Stroem, & Olsson, 1989; Launenon, 1998; von Tetzchner, 1984). 

A number of authors have identified advantages and disadvantages of unaided systems (Mirenda, 2003; Schlosser, 1999; Sigafoos & Drasgow, 2001), indeed unaided approaches have been used as a point of comparison by many authors against newer approaches to intervention such as the Picture Exchange Communication System  (Tincani, 2004).

In this paper, the evidence of the benefits of unaided AAC will be presented 

Paper
Unaided AAC includes manual sign language and use of pantomime and gesture. Many people use a combination of aided and unaided modalities. Because unaided AAC requires no equipment, is portable and has a potentially unlimited pool of messages, it is often considered as an option for people with severe communication impairment.  Unaided AAC may be useful as a backup when an aided system is unavailable and is often considered as part of a whole package of communication options for a person.
Unaided modes of communication have been shown to be beneficial for children with intellectual disabilities learning language (Tincani, 2004).  There is evidence that learning sign language does not have a negative impact on the development of speech (Millar, Light, & Schlosser, 2006). Sundburg (1993) described several potential advantages of sign language for beginning communicators including a simple motor response that can be prompted if necessary, the portability of sign language and the iconicity of signs. 
This paper will present evidence supporting the use of manual signs with people with intellectual disabilities. 
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