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On the Analysis of the Socio— pragmatic
Transfer of Business English Majors
ZHANG Li-juan

(Foreign Languages Department , Shaan Xi Xue Qian Normal University, Xi’an 710061, China)
Abstract: The Cultivation Objective of Business English is to enable students to have better intercultural communication
competence and practical abilities in business English. Therefore, the intercultutal communcation competence is one of the
inevitable targets for cultivating Business English majors . After analyzing the refusal strategies adopted by the 67 targets in
this research, the author finds that in the four social situations their refusal strategies were more or less influenced by Chinese
Culture so as to cause the pragmatic failure. Such phenomenon is called socio— pragmatic transfer. Therefore, this paper tends
to discuss the reasons for such transfer and give some suggestions for English teaching.
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(1D“You can do it by your own idea. You can
make it, ” (Student 3)

(2) “Believe yourself, you are the best one!”
(Student 12)

(3) “I think you will do better than mine.
You are a creative girl. ” (Student 18)

(4) “Different people have different ideas, I
think we all have a very good idea but same. 1 be-
lieve you will be best. ” (Student 41)

(5)“Oh, you are clever, you can write down
your idea. ” (Student 45)

(6) “I believe you can do it by yourself”
(Student 59)
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(1)“Im sorry for that I can’t go to help you.
But I could ask others to help you. Please forgive
me that I break my promise. ” (Student 13)

(2)“I feel very sorry. There’s something hap-
pened. So I have to change my plan. Forgive me
please. ” (Student 19)

(3)“TI'm very sorry. I can’t help you. Please
accept my sincere apology. ” (Student 20)

(4)“I'm so sorry say that I cannot go there
help you. I wish you can forgive me.” (Student
2D

(5)“Sorry. It's my mistake. ” (Student 60)
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