In general, the AddressEntrancePoint, AddressPoint and PostalAddress feature classes and tables do not conflict with the FGDC standard but do not fully support it.  The AddressEntrancePoint and AddressPoint feature class have concepts that are not compatible with the FGDC address standard but may be compatible with the ISO address standard. A more detailed explanation is given below. The PostalAddress table contains all same elements that FGDC Address Standard Postal classes do with some extra fields like Owner name that should not cause any difficulty in transforming the data in the table to a FGDC format. The SiteAddressPoint table does have some conflicts with the FGDC address standard.
The AddreesEntrancePoint ESRI feature class is currently not fully supported in the FGDC standard. ESRI defines this as a point that represents the “location where the public, or a service provider, would gain access to the specific site or service delivery address”. The FGDC standard has no element that specifically indicates the where the public can gain access to the building. If this information must be included in an address exchange file or database, it could go in the Location Description element. The ISO standard is a little closer to indicating an entrance point with its addressable object class, though there is no formal element for indicating a public entrance point.
The AddressPoint ESRI feature class represents the “location along the street network where the specific site or service delivery address has been assigned”. The POINTTYPE field has a “Driveway Entrance”, “Building Entrance”, “Other” and “Unknown” for values. If this value must be included in the FGDC address file, it would go on the Location Description element. In the ISO address class, it could possibly go into the AddressableObject class.
The SiteAddressPoint table is the largest table and does conflict with the FGDC address standard. A prime example of this is that there are no fields for the elements that make up the compound FGDC element Complete Street Name. These elements include Street Name Pre Modifier, Street Name Pre Directional, Street Name Pre Type, Separator Element, Street Name, Street Name Post Type, Street Name Post Directional and Street Name Post Modifier. 

Another conflict with the FGDC address standard is in the values for the ESRI Status class.  Only one term, retired, is used in both code lists. As the table on the next page shows, ESRI uses the term current for the FGDC term active and the term pending for the FGDC term proposed.  There is also no ESRI equivalent for the FGDC term potential.  The ESRI code list also has two terms, temporary and other, for which there is no FGDC equivalent.
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Figure 1: A table comparing ESRI and FGDC Status code lists. The grayed out boxes indicate that there is no corresponding value in that class
 The SiteAddressPoint tables, however, does support some FGDC standard elements. This table does fully support the compound FGDC elements Complete Address Number and Complete Subaddress. It also supports the Delivery Address, Place Name and AddressID FGDC elements.

SiteAddressPoint also includes two elements, ESN and MSAG, that deal 911 emergency services by indicating  what emergency service number the address resides.




