Dear Dr Balint,

Thanks very much for the opportunity to review your book proposal and understand something of the important and unique research that you have carried out that lies behind it.
Please refer to the detailed notes in your draft book proposal, but I strongly believe that there is a healthy market for your book that a publisher is also likely to appreciate. I also think you cannot undersell (sorry for the irony) your unique advantages in being able to produce a successful work: your experience as an esteemed and serious academic researcher combined with your experience as an investigative journalist for a prestigious outlet surely gives you a great vantage point to write on this very current topic. You would also do well to highlight your media presence/profile generally, since this will help convince the publisher you already have an audience and are seen as an authoritative commentator. In that regard, you will see that I have suggested putting a little more flesh on the bones on your experience as an academic researcher and journalist. This will help any prospective publisher appreciate why you are so well placed to publish on this area.
I understand that you favor submitting your proposal firstly to MIT and this is a great choice. I’ve placed a link below from MIT Press’s website to their guide to authors submitting such proposals that you may wish to review:
https://mitpress.mit.edu/submitting-book-proposal/#:~:text=Provide%20relevant%20information%20about%20your,to%20write%20about%20this%20topic?
It might make sense to present the information you have provided structured in the way they suggest to demonstrate that you see them as the best outlet for your work and are keen for them to accept it. You will also note that they would want you to submit, along with the proposal, 2–4 sample chapters, a CV/resumé, and details of any scholarly apparatus (charts, glossaries, bibliographies, appendices etc). They also ask if you can recommend at least one reviewer of your proposal/draft per market segment.
I also suggest refining your presentation of the chapter breakdowns a little, spending more time on what you argue and what material you base those arguments on. It is very clear that you have thought in great detail about how the chapters will be structured but adding more of a sense of what is unique about your work (data, material, your experience as an author/journalist and so on) and what you distinctively argue that shows a self-sustaining merit for publication.
It is also vital that you address the question of the audience head on to persuade prospective publishers. You will note, for example, in the MIT guidelines that they ask very directly who will buy your book and what is new in it that would make it worth spending their money to read it. Here, as I have already said, there is so much you can point to from your experience and record to make a compelling case that the book will be read by academics and students, people involved in marketing or critiquing it, and a ready audience of people sceptical about the motives of some corporations into which many authors have successfully tapped already.
You will note that I have done some sample editing of the first page to suggest how it could be slightly punchier and emphasize you, your insights, your experience, and your activity. I hope that makes sense.
Finally, the proposal as it stands is already strong to my mind, but addressing the issues I have raised will, I hope, make it indisputably so. If we can help in any way, please let ALE know and I wish you every success with the proposal. 


