What Level does Selection Occur at?
I want to postulate that Selection occurs at all levels. Yes Dawkins, the "hyper" Darwinian, states that genes are the sole level of selection. Gould, "evolutionary pluralist",  on the other hand upholds the individuals and populations as interacting with complex systems as the level of selection. I say, a group of genes that are able to coexist and outperform other groups form an Individual; in turn a group of Individuals able to coexist and function better than other groups of individuals forms a population; a group of populations, naturally in competition with themselves and also with other different populations form a species; a group of species forms the genus and so on.
My point is, genes are still there acting as the most basic selection force because without genes you cannot have any individuals. Yet the same is true for individuals, as Dawkins pointed out in ‘The Selfish Gene’, genes had to make the leap from replicating on their own to forming “alliances” with other genes to form a group, in turn these groups had to make “alliances” with other groups until the end result is an individual. Genes need individuals now because without us as “survival machines” carrying on the ocean of amino acids the genes came forth from, genes would have been forced to stagnate.
In terms of who came first, its clear that yes genes came first, then individuals, then populations etc… but this does not necessitate that the predecessor is the more important in terms of selection than the successor, there is no successor or predecessor just new levels of selection to occur in with the replicative machinery intact, and each new level adding on a new dimension and various factors that can enact selective pressures.

An article I read in the journal Evolutionary Ecology provided me with an adequate example of how individual/population, and furthermore species, interactions exists at both levels. In the article the authors  analyzed the ecological conditions that may favor heterospecifc attraction; which is a habitat selection process in which later arriving individuals (dubbed colonists) use the presence of earlier established species (dubbed residents) as a cue to profittable breeding sites (Monkkonen et al., 1997). Colonists could either directly sample the relative quality of the patches (termed samplers) or, alternatively, they could also use residents as a cue of patch quality (termed cue-users). Cue-users gained benefit from lowered costs when assessing occupied source patches. Monkkonen et al found that the cue-using strategy is an eficient way to choose the best possible patch not only when interspecifc competition with other species is intense, but also when benefits from social aggregation exceed the effects of competition.

As I stated earlier, population-level responses are the cumulative effects of individual responses. Another article, felt the individual-level effect of competition on reproduction or survival has been mostly neglected in past research. They stated that though individual behavioural studies may shed light on dominance relationships between species, because of their short duration, they rarely reveal information about the fate and fitness of individuals themselves (Eccard et al.. 2003). Another article stated that interspecific competition should be manifested in the individuals of a species such that they suffer reduction in fecundity, survivorship or growth as a result of resource exploitation or interference by a second species (Begon et al., 1996).

The anoter article by Eccard et al. again looked at the influence of the field vole on maturation, breeding, space use and survival of weanling bank voles. Here they looked at intra-specific density dependent processes in territorial microtines, that can limit the maturation of individuals during the summer of their birth. Their results showed that competition with other species can also have an impact on breeding of immatures. In an extreme seasonal environment, even a short delay of breeding may decrease survival chances of offspring. Seasonal and competition effects together may thus limit the contribution of year born females to reproductive output of the population.

The Boer article sums up the idea of genes, individuals and populations together brings about a natural selection ultimately results in the ‘non-survival of the non-fit’ as opposed to ‘survival of the fittest’, Boer reminds that because being ‘fit’ means only ‘having suvived and reproduced’, while being ‘unfit’ can be associated with many different life factors and environmental conditions (like being killed off by a predator). Natural selection of the ‘non-survival of the non-fit’ allows for the continous reshuffling of all kinds of genes and gene combinations over all kinds of genomes, also many genes with temporarily or even permanently unfavourable effects can be kept in the genepool of the entire population over a long series of generations. Spreading the risk of extinction of the population over several genotypes and leading to the gradual development and accumulation of highly sophisticated adaptations.
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