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 On July 10, 2008, the State charged appellant-defendant Lewis C. Woodward with 

class D felony sexual battery, class D felony residential entry, and class B misdemeanor 

public intoxication.  Woodward, who was a seventy-five-year-old man suffering from 

moderate to severe Alzheimer’s Disease, requested an evaluation to determine his 

competency to stand trial.  The experts who evaluated Woodward unanimously 

concluded that he was incompetent to stand trial and would never regain competency, and 

the trial court made a finding to that same effect.   

Woodward’s counsel filed a motion to dismiss the charges.  The trial court 

indicated that it wished to grant the motion but believed it was compelled to deny based 

on our Supreme Court’s precedent.  Woodward appealed the denial of the motion. 

 After the appellant’s and appellee’s briefs were filed herein, Woodward died.  

Appellate counsel states in the reply brief that even though Woodward’s death renders 

the appeal moot, we should resolve the issue for the sake of Woodward’s reputation. 

 Because Woodward was found incompetent to stand trial, however, he was never 

convicted of the charges.  Inasmuch as the presumption of innocence still attaches to 

Woodward, his reputation is not at stake and we decline to address the issues herein. 

 Appeal dismissed. 

VAIDIK, J., and BARNES, J., concur. 


