After the two paragraphs of praise, I wrote:

There is a tendency among the writers in the non-metric countries to create one’s own unit convenient for a certain purpose. Prof. MacKay followed that ruinous habit by creating a unit called “kWh per day (per person).” Thus a “1 W” becomes a lengthy “0.02 kWh per day,” as an example.

On page 24 he justifies the use of the “kWh per day” claiming it to be "a nice human size unit." He certainly knows that the watt or the joule can be just as nicely humanized when accompanied with an appropriate prefix (e.g., man’s Daily Value is simply 9 MJ, or, where more appropriate, 100 W average, instead of the lengthy 2 kWh per day). 
Among the many professions, only the electrical people insist on kWh; everybody else goes with Btu, cal, ft-lb, quad, N·m, kgm, kpm, therm, erg, TNT, etc., and with the SI joule. Being a nice, human size seems a medieval justification for the kWh. To illustrate the danger of the non-SI Wh, I had a manuscript temporarily rejected because an editor of a technical journal did not distinguish between kW and kWh, as many do not. Had there been J and W in use, this would not happen.
 

This deviation from SI leads to elaborate terms such as "thousands of kWh per day,” or “million of kWh per day,” instead of the simple W, kW, MW, GW etc. The combination of the “million” or “billion” and the prefix “k” is the unfortunate consequence of forming units outside the SI rules. Not only non-SI and lengthy, they allow the errors stemming from the billion being 10^9 in the US English and 10^12 someplace else. Prof. MacKay knows this but failed to make it easier on us by applying SI prefixes instead. The book would have been shorter had he taken advantage of SI consistently and had he expressed power values in watts (W, kW, MW, etc.) instead of kWh-per-(some length of) time. In almost all the comparisons he needed only the watt, because energy values alone are seldom needed in energy generation or consumption, the main topic of the book. As he knows, SI eliminated the question “which energy unit” (J) and which time unit (s) thus assuring power comparisons of apples with apples. Accepting J and W is a way to avoid mistakes and establish reference values that become standardized and soon remembered by everybody. Prof. MacKay expressed his anti-joule feelings at readers’ expense. 
Finally, Prof. MacKay rightfully criticizes the habit of using the terms power, electricity, energy, etc. as synonyms. He unfortunately makes that mistake repeatedly in the book. Resorting to W and J, respectively, could have avoided that.
 

I trust the next issue of the book will remove both shortcomings. Then I will recommend it wholeheartedly. Please feel free to include any part of the letter in the book reviews.
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