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FIGURE I.1  

KEY EVENTS IN THE HISTORY OF EARLY HEAD START 

Advisory Committee on Head Start Quality and Expansion  recommends serving 
Jan. 1994 families with children under 3 

Carnegie Starting Points report released 
Head Start reauthorized with mandate to serve infants and toddlers 

Advisory Committee on Services for families with Infants and Toddlers sets forth 
vision and names Early Head Start 

Jan. 1995 

First Early Head Start  program announcement solicits first grant applications 

Federal Fatherhood Initiative formed 
Wave I:  68 new Early Head Start programs funded 
Oldest child in the research sample born 

Jan. 1996 

First Early Head Start programs began serving families, random assignment begins 
Welfare reform legislation enacted (PRWORA) 
Wave II:  75 new programs funded 
First round of research implementation study visits conducted 
Revised Head Start Program Performance Standards published for public comment 

Jan. 1997 

White House Conference on Early Childhood Development and Learning 

Wave III:  32 new EHS programs funded 
Second round of research site visits conducted 

Revised Head Start Program Performance Standards take effect 
Monitoring visits to Wave I programs conducted 

Wave IV:  127 new EHS programs funded 

Jan. 1998 

Youngest child in research sample born 
Wave V: 148 new EHS programs funded 
Head Start reauthorized by Coats Human Services Reauthorization Act 
Random assignment of research families concludes 

Jan. 1999 

Wave VI: 97 new programs funded 

Third round of research implementation visits conducted 

Jan. 2000 
Additional Early Head Start grantees funded, bringing total to 635 
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