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This research aimed to analyze quality of wastewater from seafood industrial factories.
The wastewater S‘amples were collected during the six-month period from three areas including a
wastewater well, a treatment well, and a natural source. Two conditions were assigned to compare
wastewater quality after being subject to the water treatment system, and being released to the natural
source by using eight parameters. Both conditions of wastewater were explained as follows. As for
the first condition, the quality of wastewater from seafood industrial factories was controlled by a
utilization of trapping sieves to reduce raw materials scraps. The second condition was that
wastewater was passed directly through the wastewater treatment system without any sieves used to
reduce raw material scraps. Afterwards, a training manual was constructed according to the finding
implications in order to cultivate the employees in the awareness and proper attitudes towards
environment. Additionally, an operation manual was constructed to impose strict regulations in an
attempt to reduce pollution of water from industrial factories and to compare with the standard of
industrial wastewater.

The findings indicated that after and after entering the treatments, wastewater -- which
ran through sieves to sort out raw material scraps -- reached the average DO at 0.77 mg/l, the average
BOD at 59.67 mg/l, and the average COD at 162.63 mg/l, which conformed to the standards of food
industrial wastewater, Furthermore, wastewater that ran through sieves had higher quality than that

released directly to the treatment system. In particular, the latter showed its average DO at 0.04 mg/l,
the average BOD at 68.78 mg/l, and the average COD at 157.10 mg/l, and it was better when being
measured by other five parameters. As for the test of relation between the utilization of trapping
sieves and wastewater index, it was found that the utilization of trapping sieves improved wastewater
quality at the significant level of 0.01.

The results of the aptitude test revealed that the employees changed their attitudes after

the training had been provided at the significant level of 0.01.





