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A
nne Boleyn
had a face so
enchanting it
captivated a

king and split a
church, but only one
uncontested portrait
exists of her
dangerous beauty: a
4cm lead medal held
at the British Museum
(Tom Whipple writes).
Now a computer

scientist has found
that there could well
be another — a
painting previously
thought to be of Jane
Seymour.
After Boleyn’s

execution, Henry VIII
removed her from the
historical record,
destroying her letters
and portraits.
Although the so-called
Nidd Hall Portrait
shows a woman
wearing jewellery
believed to be
Boleyn’s, the
consensus among
many art historians
was that the face
belonged to Seymour,

her successor. Using
facial recognition
software, Amit
Roy-Chowdhury, from
the University of
California, Riverside,
has found that this
assumption is
probably incorrect: it
really is a match for
Boleyn. He also found
that other Tudor
portraits said by some
to be of the beheaded
queen, including one
held at the National
Portrait Gallery,
probably are not.
Dr Roy-Chowdhury

worked with an art
professor to develop
software to analyse
paintings. The
purpose was to
bring some
scientific rigour
to bear in what
are often
centuries-long
disputes. His
software analyses
key features in
verified portraits to
produce a signature
that can be compared

with other
portraits. As well
as the Boleyn
painting, Dr Roy-
Chowdhury looked

at half a dozen
portraits claimed to
be of William

Shakespeare. Because
there are none that
are definitively known
to be of the Bard, he
looked to see if any of
the 17th century
paintings were of the
same person. He could

not find a matching
pair among them.
He had more luck

with Galileo. An
Italian had claimed to
have found a painting
of the scientist dating
from 1590, which
would make it the
earliest known image
of him. Comparing it
with subsequent
paintings, Dr Roy-
Chowdhury found a
match with two 17th
century paintings of
Galileo and one 18th
century painting
known to be based on
a lost portrait from
1601 — strongly
implying that it is of
the astronomer.
He said that his

work should be
considered a
contribution to the
debate rather than the
definitive final word.
No doubt the

woman who was
described by some as
“the scandal of
Christendom” and by
others as having
“excellent grace and
favour” would be
secretly pleased the
controversy continues.

Science gives
Anne Boleyn
her head back

Wolf Hall
star said no
to Spielberg
Nadia Brooks

He may be playing Thomas Cromwell,
the cold man of reason, in the BBC
drama Wolf Hall, but in his own life
Mark Rylance makes decisions that
owe more to chance than calculation.
The actor, interviewed on Radio 4’s

Desert Island Discs yesterday, said that
he had turned down a role in a Steven
Spielberg film after consulting the
IChing, the ancientChinese divination
text that uses random numbers and
hexagrams to guide people’s decisions.
Having passed up the chance of a

“very small part” in the 1987 film
Empire of the Sun, he was offered a big-
ger part and, at the same time, a role at
theNationalTheatre. Thedecision also
resulted in Rylance meeting his future
wife, Claire van Kampen, who at the
time was the theatre’s musical director.
Rylance said: “I turned to the I Ching

and you just ask it, ‘Where now?’ And it
gives an answer. The answer it gave if I
went to the theatre was ‘community’,
and that swayed it for me. I had never
experienced community on film sets.
And it was because of that decision I
met my wife Claire.”
He added: “I think there is evidence

for consciousness that is not limited by
our physical nature.”
Rylance, former artistic director of

Shakespeare’s Globe, revealed that he
didnot learn to talk until hewas six, and
sowasnow“veryappreciativeofwords”.

Facial recognition
software suggests that
this portrait is of Anne
Boleyn, like the medal
below, not Jane Seymour


