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Introduction 

 When Daniel Dale first started covering Donald Trump’s presidential campaign 

for the Canadian newspaper, The Toronto Star, getting credentials wasn’t a problem. That 

all changed as the campaign gained steam in the following months, and the billionaire 

businessman won the Republican nomination. From then on, Dale was relegated to 

waiting in line for hours with the masses if he wanted to report on the nominee’s 

activities. And he wasn’t alone in his experience. Trump’s campaign denied access to 

almost all foreign media, and the practice didn’t stop once he took office in January 2018.  

More than a year has passed since the 2016 election, and foreign correspondents are still 

grappling with how to cover a president who doesn’t seem to value their role in providing 

information to a global audience about the leader of the most influential country in the 

world.   

 International journalism is as important as ever in this interconnected world, and 

foreign correspondents play an important role in educating international audiences and 

increasing cross-cultural understanding. But like the example in the preceding paragraph 

shows, foreign journalists are often ignored because their audience does not have a vote 

in U.S. elections. However, it would be in the United States’ best interest to facilitate a 

vibrant worldwide media landscape by providing foreign correspondents with access and 



information. Not only do international audiences have a right to know how U.S. policy 

decisions will affect them, foreign reporting is reaching more domestic viewers and 

shaping the perceptions of audiences in other countries, which can play a part in U.S. 

foreign policy outcomes. 

This paper sought to identify the particular obstacles created by the Trump 

administration that are unique to foreign correspondents in their reporting. It also 

intended to examine how such impediments affect the quality of reporting and the quality 

of stories that enter the international news flow. It is the hope that through such 

knowledge, this paper will be able to provide recommendations and examples of best 

practices that will make reporting on the Trump administration less difficult for foreign 

correspondents.   

Data from interviews with 10 present and former foreign correspondents was used 

to write this paper. The foreign correspondents, defined as journalists working for any 

media that produce news about the United States primarily for audience in another 

country, represented several world regions, including North America, Western Europe, 

Asia, and the Middle East. The journalists interviewed are: 

• Adrian Morrow, a correspondent for The Globe and Mail, the most widely 

read newspaper in Canada. He has worked as a correspondent in 

Washington since 2017. 

• Daniel Dale, a three-year Washington correspondent for The Toronto Star 

newspaper in Canada.  

• Chidanand Rajghatta, a foreign reporter for the Times of India, an 

English-language publication based in Mumbai. Rajghatta has worked as a 



foreign correspondent since 1994 and has covered four presidents: Bill 

Clinton, George W. Bush, Barack Obama, and Donald Trump. 

• Ching-Yi Chang, a correspondent for Shanghai Media Group. He spent 

four years at Hong Kong TV before moving to Washington in 2010.  

• Weihua Chen, a journalist for the English-language publication China 

Daily. Chen has been in the United States since 2003 covering New York 

and Washington, D.C. 

• Lidia Catalano, a journalist for the Italian newspaper La Stampa. She is a 

former Transatlantic Media Fellow and spent 2017 traveling the United 

States reporting on labor, education, and social issues. 

• Martin Bialecki, the North American bureau chief for the German Press 

Agency. He has held the position since 2015.  

• Victoria David, a former Washington reporter for France 2, a French 

national public broadcaster. She spent the first three months of 2017 in 

Washington working as a news blogger and social media journalist.  

• Nadia Bilbassy-Charters, the Washington bureau chief for Al-Arabiya, a 

Saudi-owned television news station broadcast throughout the Arab world. 

Bilbassy-Charters began her career as a foreign correspondent in Nairobi, 

Kenya, in 1996 and has been in Washington for the past 15 years. She was 

embedded with the Marines during the invasion of Iraq and has covered 

three U.S. presidents.  

• Sabrina Siddiqui, a Washington-based political reporter for The Guardian. 

She previously worked at the Huffington Post.  



Challenge No. 1 

Lack of access. The most common complaint among foreign correspondents was 

that they lacked access to the president and other senior officials. The problem started on 

the campaign trail but became more acute once Trump received the Republican 

nomination and the campaign became inundated with credential requests, they said. 

“There are a million reporters here, and the power brokers don’t care about you because 

you don’t write for their audience,” Dale said. “You’re not physically in their world, and 

that’s a challenge.”  

Lack of access was a problem international journalists also encountered with 

Hillary Clinton’s campaign, except her staffers always explained why credential requests 

were denied as a professional courtesy. Although it was a small gesture, reporters said 

they appreciated that her campaign took the time to explain its reasoning. Likewise, the 

other GOP candidates appeared more adept at working with foreign media, and 

correspondents never reported being denied access to their campaign rallies. However, 

journalists said it wasn’t necessarily because they were more welcoming to foreign 

media. Rather, they were desperate for media coverage of their campaigns.  

The practice of barring foreign media from information sessions did not stop once 

Trump won the White House. Just two months after taking office, the White House 

banned The Guardian, the Daily Mail, the BBC, and several domestic publications from 

attending an off-camera “gaggle,” taking place in lieu of the daily press briefing 

(Siddiqui, 2017). The move to prohibit those media outlets was considered highly 

unusual, particularly considering that they would have otherwise been allowed to attend 

the daily briefing.  



As noted above, lack of access is not unique to the Trump administration. Former 

President Barack Obama was guilty of snubbing foreign media, too. At a Chicago rally 

celebrating Obama’s 2008 election, 45 journalists from the European Broadcast Union 

applied for eight positions on an 80-person riser located on the stage where Obama would 

be speaking (Berger, 2008). Only one of their applications was accepted. Obama had 

further problems with the media throughout his presidency, and unlike Trump, his 

administration sought to prosecute reporters it believed had been involved in leaks that 

violated national security standards (Wootson, 2017).  

Many foreign correspondents acknowledged that both administrations are guilty 

of not being open and transparent with the media, but they disagreed on how much it has 

worsened since Trump took office. The Guardian’s White House correspondent, Sabrina 

Siddiqui, believes that what differentiates Trump’s administration is the president’s 

hostile rhetoric toward the media, which makes it increasingly difficult for journalists to 

do their jobs. She said:  

There was always a level of professionalism between both parties (under the 

Obama administration). Although I didn’t cover George Bush’s White House, my 

understanding from others is that they had a similarly cordial relationship with the 

press and kept things professional. With this White House, there’s never an 

apology for disinviting or barring people from coming, nor is there an effort to 

correct course. That is a distinction.  

Martin Bialecki, the North American bureau chief for the German Press Agency, 

also called the Deutsche Press Agency, is also among those who believe that access has 

decreased since Trump took office. He lamented the fact that the agency no longer has a 



hard pass that allows journalists to enter the White House as they please. Following that 

loss of direct access, Bialecki said his reporters have been forced to rely more heavily on 

other media sources, such as The New York Times. Even though daily and weekly passes 

to the White House are available, correspondents reportedly struggled to receive even 

those. “Whenever I go through the process to apply for that, they just ignore me and don’t 

respond at all,” Dale said. “If they told me I was denied for some reason, that would be 

better in some way. Now I’m just like, ‘Did they see it? Did I do something wrong?’”  

Even correspondents who are approved for a coveted hard pass said their 

questions are largely ignored at the daily press briefing. Several reporters complained that 

Press Secretary Sarah Huckabee Sanders prioritizes questions from a small group of 

reporters working for major news outlets or those that are particularly friendly to Trump 

in their coverage. It doesn’t help that the first few rows in the 40-seat press briefing room 

are usually reserved for wire services and high-profile organizations, such as CBS, CNN, 

and Fox. Foreign reporters are often relegated to standing at the back of the room in a 

crowd that the press secretary rarely calls upon for questions. In describing this problem, 

senior Al-Arabiya correspondent Nadia Bilbassy-Charters said:  

The press briefing is not valuable at all. It’s a complete waste of time. I’ve had a 

hard pass for 15 years, so I can go in and out easier than most foreign reporters, 

but saying that, (Sanders) never calls on me. Sometimes I feel frustrated because I 

feel like I have good questions about foreign policy. 

However, other correspondents argued that the Trump administration is no worse 

than Obama’s in terms of being accessible to foreign media. In some ways, it is actually 

more transparent, they said, because Trump does not hesitate to make his opinions known 



via Twitter. “He responds so much on impulse, which I don’t necessarily agree with, but 

at least he is saying something,” said Weihua Chen, a correspondent for China Daily. 

Trump’s disdain for politics as usual has also changed the way he interacts with the 

media, often bypassing traditional channels of communication. When Trump speaks at a 

press conference, journalists said he is more likely to call on random reporters who have 

their hands raised. It’s a strategy that not only fuels the chaos he thrives upon but also 

differentiates him from his predecessor. Whereas Obama preferred to consult with his 

press secretary, who would respond to questions in a controlled environment, reporters 

noted that Trump is more likely to answer questions hurled at him in passing as he walks 

to Air Force One, for example. “Trump thinks he is the best spokesperson for himself,” 

said Ching-Yi Chang, a correspondent for Shanghai Media Group. “He doesn’t think the 

press secretary can represent him.” 

The results have been a welcome change and a source of frustration for foreign 

correspondents who hold this view. On the one hand, candid answers that are not 

synchronized among various agencies, such as the White House, State Department, and 

Pentagon, can be more interesting for readers. But on the other, they could yield 

conflicting information that leaves the audience confused and unsure of whom to trust.  

The technological solution. One way that foreign correspondents have overcome 

lack of access to the Trump administration is through technology. The White House press 

briefing is streamed online daily, meaning correspondents do not have to be physically 

present to stay up to date on the White House’s official policy stance.  

It is an imperfect solution, to be sure, reporters admitted. Primarily, it restricts 

foreign journalists’ already limited opportunities to build relationships with officials and 



personally interact with other White House correspondents, who could provide 

information that is not available online. Siddiqui emphasized the importance of going to 

the press briefing by saying: 

The reason is to show that you are a reporter covering this White House and that 

you’re not going away. There’s an incentive for them to have a rapport with you. 

If they see that you’re one of the reporters who covers the White House daily, 

they’re more likely to include you when they do off-the-record events, send you 

background, or respond to you when news breaks. Out of sight, out of mind.  

 But as previously discussed, being admitted to the press briefing is not 

guaranteed, and correspondents must take advantage of alternative opportunities to access 

White House information. For some, watching the press briefing online is actually more 

advantageous because it allows them to make better use of their time. Time spent 

traveling to and from the briefing can instead be spent working on stories. “You can pull 

the one relevant quote and not waste three hours going to the White House for one quote 

from Sarah Sanders,” said Adrian Morrow, a reporter for the Canadian publication The 

Globe and Mail. Chen reiterated Morrow’s point, adding that many of the minute 

domestic policy details discussed at the briefing are not of particular interest to a global 

audience. “We can’t afford the time to sit at the White House briefing every day,” he 

said. “Ninety-nine percent of the content is irrelevant to us.”  

Challenge No. 2 

Cabinet chaos. Trump’s State Department officials, whom foreign 

correspondents characterized as inexperienced individuals who are often ignorant of the 

offices they are appointed to lead, have been another source of frustration for 



international journalists reporting on a broad range of U.S. topics. “They have a 

fundamentally different way of operating, and they don’t care if it’s breaking with the 

norms of a free press,” Siddiqui said. “They have a resentment toward the media that 

makes it difficult to forge relationships with them as sources.” When journalists spoke of 

this problem, many pointed out that State Department administrators are not versed well 

enough in foreign policy or foreign affairs to provide intelligent statements for stories. It 

has not only deprived foreign reporters of knowledgeable sources to include in their 

reporting, it has also limited the information they can receive on background. Officials 

either ignore requests for comment out of ignorance, or they choose not to respond 

because they are not up to date on the mercurial president’s latest policy stance, reporters 

said. Bilbassy-Charters described her frustration by saying:  

You’re left to guess what the policy is because people in the White House don’t 

know it. The president makes up his mind at the last minute, and sometimes 

people are not informed. It’s the whole structure of how the White House 

functions. The media is a mirror of the chaos and instability that happens there.  

The problem has been particularly acute at the State Department, which oversees 

the Foreign Press Center that provides media credentials and other resources to foreign 

journalists. To make matters more complicated, Trump gutted the department by pushing 

out several top officials, such as the deputy secretary of state and the undersecretary for 

international security affairs, just weeks after taking office (Scheller and Schulber, 2017). 

The White House typically asks senior administrators to stay on for a few months until 

their successors are named, but 10 weeks after cleaning house, the positions remained 

unfilled. Furthermore, half the positions on the department’s leadership team continued to 



be vacant or filled by temporary officials as of April 4, 2018 (Scheller and Schulber, 

2017). With so many empty positions, not only in leadership spots, multiple foreign 

correspondents said they did not know whom to call with a question. As a result, 

reporters said they were forced to spend precious time on the phone, transferring sources 

until they found the right person. Temporary officials helped in the short term by 

providing answers to immediate questions, journalists said, but they often lacked depth of 

knowledge that enriched stories for international readers with contextual information. “In 

the old days, you knew the hierarchy,” Times of India reporter Chidanand Rajghatta said. 

“You simply don’t know who to call or who to talk to today. I saw that in the first year, 

and I don’t think it’s gotten better in the past few months.” 

The reduction in State Department funding has limited the resources that the 

Foreign Press Center is able to provide foreign correspondents, interviewees said. In 

addition to credentialing international journalists, the agency organizes briefings 

specifically for foreign correspondents with government officials and other leaders in key 

U.S. industries. The briefings provide reporters with an opportunity to ask questions in a 

smaller group without competing with U.S. heavyweights, like The New York Times and 

The Washington Post. In the past, the center has also organized local reporting tours to 

places like the National Institutes of Health and the Quantico Marine base. The trips 

allowed reporters to collect details from the scene and directly communicate with 

authoritative sources that they may have otherwise struggled to contact. Reporters said 

the center was quite active in the Obama years but has slowed its activities since the 

Trump administration came to power. Chen said: 



That’s not a good thing for us because we’re not privileged like the AP in having 

key access to White House sources and key department officials. We need 

channels to get closer to government officials, more briefings, and more press 

visits that used to be organized by the Foreign Press Center. 

The sourcing solution. Journalists admitted that it is a challenge to speak directly 

with government officials, but they have found success in cultivating sources outside the 

White House. Capitol Hill has been a particularly good source of information for foreign 

reporters, in part, because there is a long-standing tradition in dealing with the press, they 

said. Congress remains one of the few places in Washington where journalists can chase 

down sources in the hallways of the Capitol largely unrestricted. That freedom gives 

correspondents access to ample people with policy knowledge to interview for a story.  

Leaders in industry associations, business groups, lobbying firms, and think tanks 

have also been willing to speak with foreign media. Correspondents admitted that as 

largely unknown foreign journalists, responses to cold calls and emails are often left 

unreturned. But thanks to technology and social media platforms like Twitter, it is easier 

for reporters to connect with sources from all industries. “In terms of acquiring 

knowledge about Washington, Twitter is this amazing collection of experts sharing their 

expertise for free,” Dale said. “I think I’ve become much more versed on what’s 

happening on Capitol Hill because people are tweeting about it.” As relationships are 

built over time, it becomes easier to get background information from sources outside the 

White House, journalists said. “It’s true that the White House is hard to crack, but there 

are so many people to talk to in Washington that it’s not always necessary to go through 

them,” Morrow said. 



Problem No. 3  

Drinking from a fire hose. One reason it has become so difficult to cover the 

president is because, unlike Obama, Trump does not adhere to the conventional news 

cycle. Instead of using traditional channels of communication, technology has made it 

easier for Trump to share, at any time of the day or night, policy announcements and 

controversial statements on Twitter. The ease with which he can tweet has effectively 

sped up an already rapid news cycle. The problem is not unique to foreign reporters. In 

fact, many domestic White House correspondents, such as Bloomberg’s Margaret Talev, 

have complained that there are simply too many stories to cover (Hickman, Kim, and 

Pecorin, 2018). Speaking at the 2018 Hurley-Sloan Symposium, Talev said:  

The ability to write a consistent policy story that sticks and the ability to find the 

airspace for policy stories when there are so many colorful personality stories 

popping up has created a real challenge for reporters like us who don’t necessarily 

trade in palace intrigue or the pure politics of the White House coverage as an art 

form. 

To keep pace, news outlets have increased the number of reporters covering the 

White House. “There are far more people around the South Lawn, far more microphones 

and cameras, because you never know when the president’s going to walk up to you for 

30 minutes,” CBS correspondent Major Garrett said at the symposium (Hickman, Kim, 

and Pecorin, 2018). But what’s different for foreign correspondents is that shrinking news 

budgets have caused many organizations to shut or reduce the size of their foreign 

bureaus, often leaving one correspondent to do the work typically done by a team. In the 

age of Trump, covering the president and his unruly White House as a one-man-band has 



become an increasingly difficult task. “There are dozens of stories to write every day, so 

the challenge is, what do I write about?” Dale asked. “It’s trying to strike a balance of 

covering the hot story but not doing what everyone else is doing and trying to find a way 

to be valuable.” 

Dale’s comment gets to the heart of a problem that many foreign correspondents 

face. Are their stories important and meaningful to an international audience? Filtering 

through all the possible stories is an incredibly difficult task, and news that is of 

particular interest to international readers can easily get lost in the shuffle. Foreign 

correspondents said the trick is to know what stories the audience wants. Often, those 

stories are centric to their respective countries. “The bottom line is, you look for stories 

with an Indian angle,” Rajghatta said. “It should be something that informs and educates 

our readers and looks at it from our perspective.” Morrow added that stories about broad 

U.S. themes, such as gun control and health care, are also of interest.  

Perhaps to the chagrin of correspondents, the “Trump Show” continues to be a 

major point of interest for international news consumers. “Anything about Trump doing 

something fascinating or outrageous gets really good readership judging by online 

metrics,” Dale said. France 2 correspondent Victoria David echoed Dale by saying, “I 

think that everything incredible or crazy Trump was doing was of interest to the French 

audience, which is not used to seeing politics as a show.” 

Much of the madness plays out on Trump’s Twitter account, which made so much 

news during the campaign and in his first year that many reporters said they spend a 

significant portion of their day monitoring the platform for breaking news. “I go to bed, 

and I read Trump’s tweets. The first thing I read when I wake up in the morning are 



Trump’s tweets,” Chang said. “He tweets 24 hours. We have more to report.” The 

attention journalists pay to Trump’s Twitter account is markedly different from how they 

treated that of his predecessor. Describing the different communication styles between 

the two administrations, Dale said:  

In terms of what we’ve seen, (Obama’s) was boring. It was very structured. There 

was less news. You could almost tune out the Obama administration and focus on 

whatever story you were writing. You didn’t have to be on Twitter all the time 

because nothing was happening. Now, it’s constant.  

How to cover Trump’s Twitter account has been debated hotly in both U.S. and 

international newsrooms, and correspondents disagreed on how best to approach it. While 

some thought it was necessary to cover most, or all, of his tweets, others took a more 

measured approached. “We are very reluctant of that,” Bialecki said, referring to 

newsrooms that cover all of Trump’s tweets. “We say, ‘No, we do not’ because we have 

to make a difference. Is this important? Is this of any news value?”  

Several journalists complained that although Trump’s Twitter habits rarely left 

them without a story to cover, they were, more often than not, distracting. On the one 

hand, they are distracting in the sense that they take the focus away from real important 

issues. Bilbassy-Charters said: 

During the Obama and Bush administrations, the issues were very substantial — 

the invasion of Iraq, the threat from Iran, the war in Syria. Nowadays, we get 

distracted by love affairs. Many stories are about what the president said and what 

the president tweeted, so it’s changed the nature of reporting.  



  On the other hand, constantly monitoring the platform distracts correspondents 

from their work and makes it difficult to concentrate on other stories. If the president 

tweets or news breaks on Twitter, reporters have to stop what they’re doing and divert to 

a new assignment. The problem is not unique to foreign correspondents, but it is, perhaps, 

more difficult for them because there are seldom other reporters present to help if 

multiple stories break at once. Discussing his own social media and work routines, 

Morrow said: 

Some days it would be great if I could come in and just focus on one story and do 

a really great job on it, but the way the news cycle works on social media, 

especially in the age of Trump, it means you’re constantly bombarded with stuff. 

It ends up being a big demand on your time. You spend half your time monitoring 

stuff instead of actually working on something. 

The collaborative solution. With all the stories that can be written each day, 

correspondents stressed the need to prioritize issues that are most important to their 

audience and the need to make judgment calls about what developments to cover in a 

story. One advantage of being a foreign correspondent is that not every miniscule piece 

of U.S. news needs to be covered because it may be confusing or irrelevant to a foreign 

audience. Those types of stories can likely be obtained through a wire service to which 

most news organizations subscribe. Rather, correspondents are relied upon to provide 

big-picture stories that summarize U.S. news in a way that is easily digestible for readers 

who may not know the intricacies of the U.S. government. Explaining how she wrote for 

a French audience, David said: 



When it comes to making U.S. news understandable to French people, I tried to 

keep it simple, to really know what the most important things were in what I 

wanted to say and to get rid of everything that was useless. Doing articles in the 

“Five questions to understand” format was, for example, a good way to overcome 

that obstacle. 

 Collaborative groups involving reporters from multiple countries have been 

successful in producing longer summary stories and investigative pieces about domestic 

and international news that have interested readers all around the world (Fitzgibbon and 

Hudson, 2016). Yet very few correspondents said they work together on investigations or 

team up to tackle the sheer amount of daily stories coming out of Washington. The 

competitive mindset that pervades most newsrooms is, perhaps, a deterrent to greater 

collaboration. “We’re all friendly, but they’re our competitors, so we do our own thing,” 

Dale said. Foreign correspondents do collaborate, in a sense, by sharing quotes and notes 

or recommending sources to talk to for a particular story, but for the most part, reporters 

said they work alone.    

However, working together is a strategy correspondents may want to consider in 

the future, especially on stories, such as the North American Free Trade Agreement, that 

touch multiple countries. By pooling their time and resources, it may be easier for 

correspondents to produce investigative big-picture stories that their organizations and 

audience want. In theory, the investigative work a correspondent typically does alone 

would be shared, creating additional time to work on other stories. The information 

gained from an investigation would, ideally, be more deep and broad, as well. Such 

collaborative reporting could lead to exclusive stories that are difficult for foreign 



correspondents to earn and help their publications stand out from others at home. 

Although the advantages of collaborative reporting were seldom discussed, a few 

correspondents did see its benefits. “I believe that all journalists should share because it’s 

in our interest to share information and to hold people in power accountable,” Bilbassy-

Charter said. “Then everybody will stand up together. Especially now, the press in a 

democracy is vital.”  

Conclusion 

It’s not hard to understand the logic that U.S. officials use to ignore international 

media. Foreign correspondents don’t write for an American audience, so why should they 

devote their limited time and resources to accommodate them? The behavior is, to some 

extent, mirrored in governments around the world. The Chinese government is likely to 

be more responsive to Chinese media than to American media, for example. Yet the 

difference lies in the fact that the United States has more influence than any other country 

in the world, correspondents said. And just like Americans, citizens of the globe have a 

right to know how U.S. policy decisions will affect their countries and impact their lives 

through thorough and accurate reporting. When asked about the importance of covering 

the Trump administration for an international audience, every reporter said it was an 

essential function of global media. 

• “The world is so connected more and more. You need to see what’s 

happening on the other side of the world because it helps you understand 

what you are experiencing yourself,” said Lidia Catalano, a reporter for 

the Italian newspaper La Stampa.  



• “It’s important for the world, not just my audience. The reason why so 

many foreign media pay very close attention to the Trump administration 

is because every single policy change will have a profound impact on 

other countries,” Chang said.  

• “Given the military superpower of the United States, its economic 

influence, and the interdependence of the world, nearly everything the 

White House decides is of importance,” Bialecki added. 

It may be tempting for officials in the Trump administration to assume that 

viewers of international media are not worth their time because they do not have a vote in 

U.S. elections, and therefore, hold no political power. However, that assumption is 

misguided. First, it is wrong to assume that all foreign media target an international 

audience. English-language publications like China Daily focus on American readers by 

providing news to U.S. diplomats, business executives, and students who may be working 

in China. Additionally, technology has made it increasingly easy for Americans to access 

foreign publications, like the BBC and The Guardian, and many choose to do so because 

they believe an outsider’s perspective provides more accurate and less biased reporting.  

Second, the reporting that foreign correspondents provide to their home audience 

plays a significant role in shaping perceptions of the Trump administration and the 

United States around the world. “Trump’s approval rating in Canada is very poor, below 

20 percent,” Dale said. “I’m not the opinion shaper, but I’m part of it.” David added, “I 

think most French people saw Trump as a joke. When the administration denies 

international media access, it is probably only going to feed the international press’ 

defiance toward Trump and the negative feelings that people have toward him in the 



world.” Those negative attitudes can have an effect on the foreign policy opportunities 

that will be available. It is a tactic that has already been employed in Mexico. In 

February, President Enrique Pena Nieto postponed a visit to the White House after Trump 

upset many Mexican citizens by insisting that they pay for a border wall (Martin, 2018). 

Along those lines, if the Chinese are unhappy with Trump’s trade tariffs, or if Canadians 

are fed up with his threats to shred NAFTA, they can pressure their own elected officials 

to play hardball with the president.  

In conclusion, covering the Trump administration may be the hardest assignment 

yet for foreign correspondents in Washington, but changes to daily routines have helped 

reporters adapt to the challenges they face. Despite lack of access to White House press 

briefings, reporters used technology to fill the gap. While working with inexperienced 

staffers and reduced resources, journalists found other knowledgeable sources to 

supplement their reporting. Facing the sheer volume of stories coming out of the White 

House, correspondents pressed on and prioritized, all while confronting unprecedented 

hostility. Although journalists disagreed as to how much the Trump administration 

affected their work, all agreed it has certainly changed the nature of reporting and 

reiterated the need for strong international coverage. “I’ve seen a lot of great stories being 

covered after Trump was elected,” Catalano said. “The situation is evolving a lot, and I’d 

love to be back there witnessing what is happening. You are lucky if you can be a 

journalist and cover this transformation.”  

 


