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ABSTRACT

Ayu Ambarsari Retnoningrum, (2025). CARETAKER
TALK FEATURES AND YOUNG ’ RESPONSES: A
STUDY OF ENGLISH CLASS INTERACTION IN
PRIMARY SCHOOL. Thesis English Language
Education Department, Faculty of Tarbiyah and
Teacher Training, UIN Sunan Ampel Surabaya.
Supervisor 1: Hilda Izzati Madjid, M.A

Supervisor 2: Afida Safriani, Ph. D.
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This study investigated the features of caretaker talk
used by an English teacher and young learners’
responses to those features in English classroom
interactions at a primary school. A qualitative
descriptive design was employed, involving a
third-grade class. Data were collected through
classroom observations, video recordings, field notes,
and an interview with the English teacher, and were
analyzed using data reduction, data display, and
conclusion drawing. The findings revealed that the
teacher frequently used caretaker talk features such as
simple sentences, repetition, and expressive intonation.
These features were applied for classroom
management, instructional delivery, attention focusing,
task ‘preparation, ‘and' feedback. ‘The study also! found
that young learners responded|positively tofcaretaker
talk through verbal, non-verbal, and affective
responses, including physical actions, verbal answers,
gestures, and increased participation. Overall, the use
of caretaker talk facilitated effective classroom

interaction and supported young.
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Penelitian ini bertujuan untuk mengkaji fitur-fitur
caretaker talk yang digunakan oleh guru Bahasa
Inggris serta respons pelajar muda terhadap fitur
tersebut dalam interaksi kelas Bahasa Inggris di
sekolah dasar. Penelitian ini- menggunakan desain
kualitatif deskriptif dengan melibatkan siswa kelas III
sekolah dasar. Data dikumpulkan melalui observasi
kelas, rekaman video, catatan lapangan, dan
wawancara dengan guru Bahasa Inggris. Data
dianalisis menggunakan teknik reduksi data, penyajian
data, dan penarikan kesimpulan. Hasil penelitian
menunjukkan  bahwa guru secara  dominan
menggunakan fitur caretaker talk berupa kalimat
sederhana, pengulangan, dan intonasi ekspresi.
Fitur-fitur tersebut digunakan untuk manajemen' kelas,
penyampaian instruksi, pemusatan perhatian,persiapan
tugas, serta pemberian umpan balik. Selain itu, pelajar
muda memberikan  respons  positif  terhadap
penggunaan caretaker talk melalui respons verbal,
nonverbal, dan afektif, seperti tindakan fisik, jawaban
lisan, gerakan tubuh, dan peningkatan partisipasi.
Secara keseluruhan, penggunaan caretaker talk terbukti

mendukung interaksi kelas yang efektif dan



meningkatkan keterlibatan pelajar muda dalam

pembelajaran Bahasa Inggris.

vi

http://digilib.uinsa.ac.id/ http://digilib.uinsa.ac.id/ http://digilib.uinsa.ac.id/



TABLE OF CONTENTS

EXAMINER APPROVAL SHEET..........cccccoceneiennne 3
MOTTO.....coiiiiiiiteiinecc et 4
STATEMENT OF AUTHENCTICITY .c..ccevveveieneneee 5
ABSTRACT ..ot e 6
ABSTRAK ....ocoitiiiiiieicictceceeeesc st 7
ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS........cccooeittninieieeceeennenn. 8
DEDICATION. . cuueiueruinienierieniennciienneneieneeteneeeeeneenenes 9
TABLE OF CONTENTS.....cceitiieiieeeeeeeeeee 10
LIST OF TABLE......coiiiiiieieee e 2
CHAPTER LINTRODUCTION ......c0h Lk, 1. 2
A.Research Background...|................... L. 2
B. Research Questions....................c..c.ocooeeeeninne. 3
C. Research Purposes..............ccccooovvevveniienieennnnns 3
D. Significance of the Research............................ 3
E. Scope and Limitations of the Research........... 3
F. Definition of Key Terms..............cccccoocuvrrvnnnnn. 3
CHAPTER IL..coiiiiiiiiiiceeeeeeceee e 3

Xi



REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE....................
A. Review of Related Literature...............ccouvvenne..
2.1 Caretaker TalK..................ooovvnniiiieiinnnnen,

2.2 Caretaker Talk Features in the
Educational Context...................cccovvvreeveinnnnnnn.

2.3 Young Learners' Responses to Language

Learning........ccccooovvviiiiieieeiieenine e e see e
B. Review of Previous Research............................
BAB IILRESEARCH METHODS..........ccccooeviniinannene
A. Research Approach and Design...................
Research Presence..............cc..occoeeninnnne

C. Subject and Research Background..............
D. Data and Data Sources..............ccccceoveeuenee.
E. Data Collection Techniques..........................
F. - Research Instruments................0.L A .......
G. Data Analysis Techniques........................
H. Trustworthiness...............cccoooeiininnnne
I.  Research Stages................coocoviiinininnnnenne

CHAPTER IV_RESEARCH FINDINGS AND
DISCUSSION.....ccutriiiiniiiieneneieeeeeeeereeeeee e

A. Research Findings...............cccooeoiniinnnne

Xi



4.1. Features of Caretaker Talk Used by
Teachers in English Classroom Interactions in
Elementary Schools........ccccoveevenieiinieniiiee 3

4.2. Young Learners’s Responses to the Use of
Caretaker Talk in English Classroom Interactions

3
B. DisCuSSION. ... cc.cocoiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeee 3
4.1 Interpretation of the Research Findings......... 3
4.2 Classroom Based Findings in Relation to the
Research Questions...........ccceeveeveesiinnieenieeniienne. 3
4.3 Relationship to Previous Studies................... 3
4.4 Theoretical Interpretation of the Findings.....3
4.5 Summary of the Discussion..............cc.......... 3
CHAPTER V_CONCLUSION & SUGGESTION....... 3
5.1 Conclusions...........ccoccoeviseeiioneinneniensiins T 3
5.2 SUGZESHIONS.....eeevreereeieirereereerresienreenzessessenseenes 3
5.3 Limitations of the Study.........ccocevvrvverinieninns 3
5.4 Closing Remarks..........cccccvvverienienienieieeieeeee 3
REFERENCE ..ot 3
APPENDIX....cooiiiiiiieirieinierieee e 3
Appendix 1 Research Instruments............cc.ccecueneee 3
Appendix 2 Data Collection results............cceueeee. 3
Appendix 3 Surat Tugas Dosen Pembimbing.......... 3



Appendix 4 Approval Sheet of Thesis Examination
3

Appendix 5 Approval Sheet Research Instrument...3
Appendix 6 Document Analysis........cccceceeeeerennene 3

Appendix 7 Data Documentations..............cc.cc.cu..... 3

Xi



LIST OF TABLE

1. Simple Sentences 26
4.1.1 Table Short and Direct Sentences 27
4.1.2. Table Simple Syntactic Structure 28
4.1.3. Table Simple Imperative Sentences 29

4.1.4. Table Omission of Complex Grammatical

Elements 31
4.1.5. Table Single-Clause Sentences 32
2. Repetition 33

4.2.1. Table Repetition of Key Words or Phrases 33
4.2.2. Table Immediate Repetition 35
4.2.3.Table Repetition with Intonation Emphasis 36
4.2.4. Table Repetition as a Model for Imitation 37
4.2.5, Table Repetition:to Reduee Cognitive Load~ | 39
3. Intonation Expression " 40

4.3.1. Table High Pitch Intonation to Attract Attention
40

4.3.2. Table Low Intonation for Meaning Emphasis 41

4.3.3. Table Intonation Variation to Express Emotions

and Attitudes 42
4.3.4. Table Intonation to Clarify Instruction 43
4.3.5. Table Intonation as a Motivational Tool 44



4. Simple Words 45

44.1 Table Use of Basic and High-Frequency
Vocabulary 45

442  Table Avoidance of Complex or Abstract
Vocabulary 46

4.4.3 Table Developmentally Appropriate Vocabulary
47

4.4.4 Table Use Concrete Vocabulary 47

4.4.5 Table Repetition of Simple Vocabulary to
Reinforce Meaning 48

4.2. Young Learners’s Responses to the Use of Caretaker

Talk in English Classroom Interactions 49

4.2.1 Table Young Learners' Responses to Feature

Caretaker Talk 49
h N |

1. Detailed Responses to Repetition 49

2. Detailed Responses to Simple Sentences 50

3. Detailed Responses to Simple Sentences Combined

with Simple Words 51
4. Detailed Responses to Intonation 53

5. Detailed Responses to Intonation and Expression 53



REFERENCE

Ananthia, W. (2018). “Should I speak in English all the
time?””: Teacher’s talk pada pengenalan bahasa Inggris
bagi anak usia dini. Cakrawala Dini: Jurnal
Pendidikan Anak Usia Dini, 6(2).

https://doi.org/10.17509/cd.v6i2.10521

Anggraeni, D., Mustoip, S., & Hanifah, H. (2024). Analysis
of Student Social Interaction in the Salted Egg Making
Project in Elementary Schools. EduBase: Journal of
Basic Education, 5(2), 163—167.

Cameron, L. (2001). Teaching languages to young learners.
Cambridge University Press. |

Chomsky, N. (1957). Syntactic structures. Mouton.

https://doi.org/10.1515/9783110218329

Clark, H. H., & Clark, E. V. (1977). Psychology and
language: An introduction to psycholinguistics.

Harcourt Brace Jovanovich.

222


https://doi.org/10.17509/cd.v6i2.10521
https://doi.org/10.1515/9783110218329

Creswell, J. W., & Poth, C. N. (2023). Qualitative inquiry
and research design: Choosing among five approaches
(5th ed.). SAGE Publications.

Ellis, R. (2008). The study of second language acquisition.
Oxford University Press.

Ferguson, C. A. (1977). Talking to children: Language input
and acquisition. Cambridge University Press.

Field, J. (2004). Psycholinguistics: The key concepts.
Routledge.

Ford, J. K. (2025). Caretaker or Caregiver? Air Medical
Journal, 44(1), 18-19.

Halliday, M. A. K. (1975). Learning how to mean:
Explorations in the development of language. Edward
Arnold.

Hoff, E. (2006). How social contexts support and shape
language development. Developmental Review, 26(1),

55-88. https://doi.org/10.1016/5.dr.2005.11.002

223


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dr.2005.11.002

Inan-Kaya, G., & Rubie-Davies, C. M. (2022). Teacher
classroom interactions and behaviours: Indications of
bias. Learning and Instruction, 78, 101516.

Inhelder, B., & Piaget, J. (1964). The early growth of logic in
the child: Classification and seriation. Routledge &
Kegan Paul.

Krashen, S. D. (1982). Principles and practice in second
language acquisition. Pergamon Press.

Lincoln, Y. S., & Guba, E. G. (1985). Naturalistic inquiry.
SAGE Publications.

Miles, M. B., Huberman, A. M., & Saldafa, J. (2014). t
Qualitative data analysis: A methods sourcebook (3rd
ed.). SAGE Publications.

Mushtaqg, M. F., Jamil, E., Sunbal, M., & Afza, A. (2024).
Challenges Confronted by Primary School Teachers in
Classroom Learning Environment. International

Journal of Social Science Archives (IJSSA), 7(2).

224



Piaget, J. (1972). The psychology of the child. Basic Books.

Richards, J. C., & Rodgers, T. S. (2014). Approaches and
methods in language teaching (3rd ed.). Cambridge
University Press.

Samongilailai, H. F., & Damanik, B. A. R. (2025). The role
of social interaction in shaping language skills during
early childhood. Sindoro: Cendikia Pendidikan,
11(11), 91-100.
https://doi.org/10.9644/sindoro.v11i11.10252

Sari, D. F. (2019). The use of caretaker talk in English
classes. for, Indonesian elementary school student¢s.
Jurnal Pendidikan Bahasa Inggris, 7(2), 85<97.

Snow, C. E. (1972). Mothers’ speech to children learning

language. Child Development, 43(2), 549-565.

https://doi.org/10.2307/1127555

225


https://doi.org/10.2307/1127555

Snow, C. E., & Ferguson, C. A. (1977). Talking to children:
Language input and acquisition. Cambridge
University Press.

UNESCO. (2020). Global education monitoring report
2020: Inclusion and education - All means all.
UNESCO Publishing.

Utami, W., & Setiasih, O. (2025). Pengenalan kosakata
bahasa Inggris oleh orang tua pada anak usia dini.
Pendas: Jurnal llmiah Pendidikan Dasar, 10(1).
https://doi.org/10.23969/ip.v10i01.22834

Vygotsky, L. S, (1978). Mind in society: The developmfnt of
higher psychological processesy Harvard University
Press.

Wahyuni, N., & Sari, D. F. (2021). Implementing caretaker
talk in Indonesian EFL classrooms: A case study on
student motivation. International Journal of Education

and Literacy Studies, 9(4), 112—121.

226


https://doi.org/10.23969/jp.v10i01.22834

Ye, X. (2024). A brief analysis of caretaker talk. Journal of
Social Science and Humanities, 6(10), 97-100.
https://doi.org/10.53469/jssh.2024.6(10).16

Yusuf, M., & Mahpul, M. (2020). Caretaker talk and
students’ responses in Indonesian elementary EFL
classrooms. Journal of English Language Teaching

and Linguistics, 5(1), 45-58.

227



	 
	MOTTO  
	 
	ABSTRACT 
	ABSTRAK 
	ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 
	Firstly, the writer would like to extend their gratitude to Allah SWT for all the blessings that they have received. for the blessings and mercy of God that have allowed him to successfully finish the bachelor degree.  Blessings and peace be upon the Prophet Muhammad SAW peace be upon him, who has led humanity from the dark ages to the bright ages However, the author realizes that this thesis would not have been possible without the assistance and support of several individuals. Therefore, the author would like to express his gratitude to:  
	DEDICATION 
	TABLE OF CONTENTS 
	 
	LIST OF TABLE 
	CHAPTER I 
	INTRODUCTION 
	Research Background 
	B. Research Questions 
	C. Research Purposes 
	D. Significance of the Research 
	E. Scope and Limitations of the Research 
	F. Definition of Key Terms 

	CHAPTER II 
	 REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE 
	A. Review of Related Literature 
	2.1 Caretaker Tal 
	Caretaker talk, also known as “baby talk,” refers to a simplified form of speech used by adults to facilitate a child’s language acquisition. The concept has theoretical roots in Chomsky (1957) view of language acquisition, which emphasized that children have an innate ability to construct linguistic systems in their minds. Although Chomsky did not specify the characteristics of caretaker talk, his ideas about the importance of comprehensible input became the basis for subsequent development of the theory. (1957) emphasized that caretaker talk provides "understandable input" that supports the formation of general language rules, although he did not elaborate on the specific characteristics of caretaker talk (Ye, 2024). 
	Further development was carried out by Snow (1972) through an empirical study of mother-child interactions, which showed that caretaker talk not only simplifies language but also adapts speech to the child's level of understanding and response. Ferguson (1977) then provided a more systematic description by identifying the main features of caretaker talk, such as simplification of sentence structure, repetition of linguistic elements, use of expressive intonation, and the selection of simple vocabulary appropriate to the child's developmental stage. Ferguson's findings also showed that these features play a role in increasing children's emotional engagement, including in cross-cultural contexts. These features not only make language easier, but also increase emotional engagement, as seen in Ferguson's research examining differences across cultures (Utami & Setiasih, 2025). 
	Critically, caretaker talk should not be viewed as an inferior form of language, but rather as an adaptive communication strategy that supports the natural language acquisition process. However, as Ellis (2008), highlights, the use of caretaker talk needs to be adapted to the age and educational context, as oversimplification can be less effective for more mature learners. In this study, the concept of caretaker talk is used as a framework to understand how teachers act as facilitators who adapt English to make it more accessible to young learners. (Samongilailai & Damanik, 2025). 
	2.2 Caretaker Talk Features in the Educational Context 
	The caretaker talk feature conceptually refers to the theory put forward by  Charles A. Ferguson (1977) in his workBaby Talk as a Simplified Register. He views caretaker talk as an adaptive form of speech designed to respond to children's linguistic, cognitive, and emotional needs. This approach focuses not only on simplifying language but also aims to create interactions that support engagement and understanding. This view was later reinforced by Snow (1972) and Richard Ellis (2008), who emphasized the relevance of implementing this feature in language learning in school settings. 
	In educational practice, particularly in elementary schools, teachers utilize caretaker talk as a strategy to address young learners' English language limitations. Commonly used key features include the use of simple sentences, repetition of words or phrases, variation in intonation, and selection of vocabulary appropriate to the young learners' developmental stage. Each of these features has a complementary pedagogical role in supporting language learning.  (Ananthia, 2018). 
	2.3 Young Learners' Responses to Language Learning 
	 
	2.4 English Class Interactions in Elementary Schools 


	B. Review of Previous Research 
	Several previous studies have discussed caretaker talk in foreign language learning environments, particularly in classrooms with young children. The summary of seven key studies, work by scholars such as Ellis and Cameron, as well as recent research in Indonesia, is pinned below: it describes the main findings, the research methodology, and its connection with this study. Cameron (2001): This book, "Teaching Languages ​​to Young Learners," discusses caretaker talk applied to teaching children. Based on the research, it was concluded that open-ended questions and repetition will enhance the opportunity for young learners to be more involved. Method : Observation in class and qualitative analysis. Relationship : Supports the effectiveness of caretaker talk in classroom interaction. 
	Ellis (2008): The Study of Second Language Acquisition. The input in second language acquisition that can easily be understood refers to caretaker talk.The impact of simplifying the structure of a sentence on second language learners is demonstrated in this study.Relationship: The application of caretaker talk in learning a foreign language. 
	Snow (1972): The paper entitled “Mothers’ Speech to Children Learning Language” published in “Child Development” (Scopus journal) studied interactions of mothers with children and concluded that repetition and high pitch of speech by caretakers improved children’s memory. Method: Observation. Connection: Theoretical concept of using caretaker speech in education. 
	Ferguson (1977): The chapter "Baby Talk as a Simplified Register" in "Talking to Children" describes properties of caretaker speech like simple vocabularies and pitch.The current research shows that there are culture differences in caretaker speech.Relationship: The relationship between the concepts in caretaker speech. 
	Sari (2019): The journal “Jurnal Pendidikan Bahasa Inggris” (SINTA 2) investigated caretaker talk in Indonesian elementary schools and found a reduction in student frustration by means of repetition and questioning. Method: survey and observation .  Relationship: Contextual in Indonesia. 
	Yusuf & Mahpul (2020): The journal "Journal of English Language Teaching and Linguistics" (SINTA 3) examined the effectiveness of caretaker talk to alleviate frustration in Indonesian elementary students. Results: Enhancing participation through high pitch. Design: Experimental. Relationship: The concern for the responses of the students within the local setting. 
	Wahyuni & Sari (2021): The “International Journal of Education and Literacy Studies” (Scopus) revolves around the implementation process of caretaker talk in Indonesian EFL settings in relation to the increased motivation brought about by visual demonstration and repetition. Relationship: Integration with the Independent Curriculum.In general, all studies reveal that caretaker talk encourages a positive influence on language acquisition, student engagement, and prevents frustration through techniques such as repeating and speaking in high pitch. 
	They normally use qualitative approaches such as observation and thematic analysis.They differ in their concentration, which is more theoretical and general in the works of Cameron (2001) and Ellis (2008) are more theoretical and broad, while Sari (2019), Yusuf & Mahpul (2020), and Wahyuni & Sari (2021) are more practical in Indonesia. Snow & Ferguson (1977) include mother-child interactions, not classroom interactions. There is a gap in studies on Indonesian elementary schools, especially in individual third-grade student reactions to caretaker talk in classroom interactions, which will be addressed in this thesis through in-depth examination in SDN Kutisari 2. 

	 
	 
	 
	BAB III  
	RESEARCH METHODS 
	A.​Research Approach and Design 
	This study uses a qualitative method with a phenom. This present research employs a qualitative method with a phenomenological approach to explore participants' personal experiences in the interactions of English language learning. This approach shall unveil how teachers, in practice, apply the elements of caretaker talk-which include short sentences, repetition, engaging intonation, easy vocabulary-to support the comprehension of third-grade students in public elementary schools. Through emphasizing subjective experiences, researchers are able to note young students' responses through speech or body language that may not emerge in other approaches. In this regard, this phenomenological approach corresponds to the exploratory objectives highlighted in Chapter I, which look forward to explaining the dynamics of caretaker talk in early childhood learning-particularly in third-grade students in public elementary schools, such as SDN Kutisari 2. 
	The base from which this analysis goes is the constructivist paradigm, whereby classroom interactions are developed from conversations between teachers and students. In light of Vygotsky's described idea of ​​gradual support in the learning process, it really demonstrates that caretaker talk is not only a communication technique but also one that creates shared understanding. This is especially useful in public elementary schools, such as when third-grade students have different language capabilities from one another, enabling the teachers to modify their speech to make it more understandable by the students; for instance, repetition so that new words may be remembered. It also allows the researcher to see how features such as gentle intonation make students more participative without feeling pressurized 
	The type of research design was exploratory case study research, which concentrated on a single class in a public elementary school to provide in-depth information on the process of caretaker talk application. The research helped in conducting in-depth observation of factors such as reduced sentence structure and student reaction, such as spontaneous reply or face expression of comprehension. The choice of SDN Kutisari 2 school was due to the teacher applying caretaker talk naturally in grade 3, so the information gathered could provide factual information regarding the application of caretaker talk by the teacher. 
	B.​Research Presence 
	C.​Subject and Research Background 
	D.​Data and Data Sources 
	E.​Data Collection Techniques 
	The principal method used for gathering data in this research is participant observation, wherein the researcher participated directly in the classroom as an observer. The observation was done for a period of one month with a ratio of 3 meetings so that a full understanding of fluctuation in the employment of Caretaker Talk during observation was achieved, and notes were taken, and recordings of the learning process were made in audio and video so that analysis of interactions could be made accordingly. 
	In addition to the observation, the researcher carried out semi-structured interviews with an English teacher as well as students. The purpose of these interviews involved finding out the teacher’s perception regarding language use while teaching, as well as students’ perception regarding the way she speaks. The researcher had flexibility regarding the way she conducted the interviews according to the answers she received from informants. The average time taken during the interviews lasted a period of 45-60 minutes. 
	The research also involves the collection of field notes during the process. Field notes include the learning environment, reactions of learners, immediate responses, and all forms of non-verbal communications that cannot be recorded by the audiovisual aids.  
	The field notes complement the research data by offering a broader perspective of the learning context. These three methods of data gathering were then enhanced by source triangulation, which involved comparing the findings gathered using observation, semi-structured interviews, and documentation regarding the correctness of the gathered information. Such a form of triangulation is consistent with the guidelines of qualitative studies by Creswell & Poth (2023), which stipulate methods of attaining data validity by validating a variety of sources of information.  
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