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Abstract
In this commentary on Ashdown, Hackathorn, and Clark (2011), I highlight several key
findings and methodological strengths, while also recontextualizing those findings. In
particular, the topic of sexual satisfaction represents one logical “goal” of sexual
development. The results indicate the factors influencing women’s and men’s sexual
satisfaction are much more similar than different. They also reveal the importance of
relatively common sexual behaviors (e.g., kissing, talking to one’s partner) for sexual
satisfaction.
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Commentary on In and Out of the Bedroom:
Sexual satisfaction in the Marital Relationship
Sexuality is a complex human behavior that includes a broad variety of beliefs
and behaviors (Gagnon & Simon, 1973). The study of sexuality is also complex, with a
number of perspectives employed to examine many different components of sexuality, by
researchers with backgrounds in psychology, sociology, and medicine, among other
fields. Some of the research is problem oriented and attempts to identify who is at risk for
contracting, or transmitting, sexually transmitted infections, particularly HIV (Rhodes,
Hergenrather, Bloom, Leichliter, & Montano, 2009). Other research attempts to
identify/predict which adolescents will have an “early” first sexual experience (for
review, see Kirby, 2002). Yet other research examines the factors that influence sexual
knowledge and desires (Ward, Merriwether, & Caruthers, 2006). In this present issue of
JISS, Ashdown, Hackathorn, and Clark (2011) have focused on an aspect of sexuality
that is important, but gets relatively less attention: sexual satisfaction among married
adults. As they point out, dissatisfaction is closely linked with divorce, a substantial
social problem in the US. This is clearly an important context for understanding their
findings, although I place their findings within two other contexts in this commentary:
normative sexual development and gender similarity. I also highlight two methodological
strengths of this article.
One of the things that I find particularly interesting about the results of this paper
pertain to the examination of female vs. male behavior. As is common in the sexuality
literature, the authors examined differences between women and men. Their rationale is
rooted within a difference in cultural expectations (or “scripts”) and a history of empirical
findings of difference (Gagnon & Simon, 1973; Tolman, 2002). Ashdown et al.’s (2010)
findings, however, suggest that women and men are more similar than different. Among
seventeen specific sexual behaviors assessed, only two occurred at significantly different
rates for women and men. Perhaps more importantly, the associations between sexual
behaviors and sexual satisfaction rarely differed for women and men; fifteen of seventeen
tests of association showed no significant difference. This pattern was also demonstrated
among the relations between non-sexual characteristics and sexual satisfaction, where
five of seven variables showed no significant difference in association strength (original
Table 2). This pattern of results is consistent with Hyde’s (2005) Gender Similarities
Hypothesis, which argues that women and men are much more similar than different.
These results are also consistent with arguments that female vs. male differences are
often driven by contextual factors (Aries, 2006; Eagly, 2009).
The results of this paper can also be understood within the context of normative
sexual behavior. This perspective positions sexual behavior as a (near-)universal
component of development and as something that adolescents can do in a healthy
manner, not simply as a form of risk-taking (Russell, 2005; Tolman, Striepe, & Harmon,
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2003; Welsh, Rostosky, & Kawaguchi, 2000). Although this paper examines sexual
satisfaction among adults in long-term relationships, it provides a logical goal or
“endpoint” for earlier development. That is, Ashdown et al. provide us with some
information about where sexual development could – and perhaps should – lead for
healthy development later in life.
I would also like to highlight a methodological strength of this article. In
particular, Ashdown et al. integrated descriptive and inferential data (see also Smiler,
2008). In many cases, researchers focus solely on the inferential results, without
addressing any implications of the descriptive statistics. Here, those results tell us that the
sexual behaviors most closely related to sexual satisfaction are kissing, petting, oral sex,
sexual conversations with one’s spouse, experimenting with sexual positions, and
experimenting with different locations. By examining the descriptive results, we see that
these are the six most commonly enacted sexual behaviors. The seventh most common
sexual behavior, masturbating alone, was related to lower levels of sexual satisfaction for
both women and men. Collectively, these findings suggest that sexual satisfaction within
marriage relies on common, relatively unexceptional behaviors engaged in regularly and
repeatedly with one’s spouse. In other words, while sexual satisfaction may or may not be
common, the behaviors needed to achieve it are quite common. This also suggests that an
unsatisfying marital sexual relationship is unlikely to benefit from “doing something
different” simply for the sake of novelty.
A second methodological strength, and one the authors also highlighted, was the
examination of “both sexual and non-sexual constructs.” Sexuality is generally
understood to be a complex, multi-dimensional phenomenon that is connected to many
different aspects of life. Indeed, one review of the factors related to age of first sex
identified over 80 variables in a dozen categories (Kirby, 2002). To their credit, the
authors examined two different components of religiosity, which is a poorly understood
construct (Rostosky, Wilcox, Comer Wright, & Randall, 2004). However, they assessed
only a small number of such “out of the bedroom” factors. Physical health, expectations
about sexual behavior (e.g., frequency, quality), and quality of marital relationship,
among others, are also relevant to examinations of sexual satisfaction within marriage. It
is unclear why these factors were not assessed, but future efforts to comprehensively
examine factors “in and out of the bedroom” must assess a broader range of non-sexual
behaviors.
In summary, Ashdown et al. (2011) provide an important contribution to the
literature by identifying sexual behaviors related to sexual satisfaction among married
couples, thus providing information regarding factors that may help maintain marital
happiness. I suggest that their findings also provide substantial evidence that, at least in
the realm of sexuality, women and men are more similar than different, and that their
findings suggest a potential outcome or endpoint for healthy sexual development. Their
methods are also to be credited, both for their effective use of descriptive and inferential
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statistics, and their examination of both sexual and non-sexual predictors of sexual
satisfaction.

REFERENCES
Aries, E. (2006). Sex differences in interaction: A reexamination. In K. Dindia & D. J.
Canary (Eds.), Sex differences and similarities in communication (pp. 21-36).
Mahwah, NJ: Erlbaum.
Ashdown, B. K., Hackathorn, J., & Clark, E. M. (2011). In and out of the bedroom:
Sexual satisfaction in the marital relationship. Journal of Integrated Social
Sciences, 2(1), 38-55.
Eagly, A. H. (2009). The his and hers of prosocial behavior: An examination of the social
psychology of gender. American Psychologist, 64, 642-658. DOI: 10.1037/0003066X.64.8.644
Gagnon, J. H., & Simon, W. (1973). Sexual conduct: The social sources of human
sexuality. Chicago, IL, USA: Aldine publishing company.
Hyde, J. S. (2005). The gender similarities hypothesis. American Psychologist, 60, 581592. DOI: 10.1037/0003-066X.60.6.581
Kirby, D. (2002). Antecedents of adolescent initiation of sex, contraceptive use,
pregnancy. American Journal of Health Behavior, 26, 473-485. DOI:
Rhodes S. D., Hergenrather K. C., Bloom F. R., Leichliter J. S., & Montano J. (2009).
Outcomes from a community-based, participatory lay health adviser HIV/STD
prevention intervention for recently arrived immigrant Latino men in rural North
Carolina. AIDS Education and Prevention, 21(5 Suppl B), 103-108.
Rostosky, S. S., Wilcox, B. L., Comer Wright, M. L., & Randall, B. A. (2004). The
impact of religiosity on adolescent sexual behavior: A review of the evidence.
Journal of Adolescent Research, 19, 677-697. DOI: 10.1177/0743558403260019
Russell, S. T. (2005). Conceptualizing positive adolescent sexuality development. Sexual
research and social policy: Journal of NSRC, 2, 4-12.
DOI:
10.1525/srsp.2005.2.3.4
Smiler, A. P. (2008). "I wanted to get to know her better": Adolescent boys' dating
motives, masculinity ideology, and sexual behavior. Journal of Adolescence, 31,
17-32. DOI: 10.1016/j.adolescence.2007.03.006
Tolman, D. L. (2002). Dilemmas of desire: Teenage girls talk about sexuality.
Cambridge, MA: Harvard university press.
Tolman, D. L., Striepe, M. I., & Harmon, T. (2003). Gender matters: Constructing a
model of adolescent sexual health. Journal of Sex Research, 40, 4-12. DOI:
10.1080/00224490309552162
The Journal of Integrated Social Sciences ~ ISSN 1942-1052 ~ Volume 2(1) 2011

- 61 -

Smiler

Commentary on "Sexual Satisfaction in Marriage"

Ward, L. M., Merriwether, A., & Caruthers, A. (2006). Breasts are for men: Media,
masculinity ideologies, and men's beliefs about women's bodies. Sex Roles, 55,
703-714.
Welsh, D. P., Rostosky, S. S., & Kawaguchi, M. C. (2000). A normative perspective of
adolescent girls' developing sexuality. In C. B. Travis & J. W. White (Eds.),
Sexuality, society, and feminism (pp. 111-140). Washington, DC: American
Psychological Association. DOI: 10.1037/10345-005

AUTHOR INFORMATION:
Andrew Smiler studies sexuality as a normative part of development during adolescence
and young adulthood, addressing questions that might simply be defined as “what’s
typical?” He also studies how individuals define and make choices about masculinity,
including the implications of “social identities” such as “jock,” “rebel,” and “nerd.” He
is the current president of the Society for the Psychological Study of Men and
Masculinity (http://www.apa.org/divisions/div51/), Division 51 of the American
Psychological Association (http://www.apa.org/). Address: Andrew Smiler, Ph.D.,
Visiting Assistant Professor, Psychology, 456 Greene Hall, Wake Forest University,
Winston-Salem, NC 27109, USA.
Email: andrew.smiler@gmail.com. Website:
http://andrewsmiler.wordpress.com/

The Journal of Integrated Social Sciences ~ ISSN 1942-1052 ~ Volume 2(1) 2011

- 62 -

