
Hi Stuart
Thank you for your welcome insight.
There are many confusing issues here.
The reference to Egyptian weavers is alluded to in the writings by Herodotus "for among them the women frequent the market and carry on trade, while the men remain at home and weave; and whereas others weave pushing the woof upwards, the Egyptians push it downwards" - therefore I am looking to see if it would be possible that the Romans (perhaps those in Pompeii) used the same types of methods and looms as the Egyptian men were noted to have used.  Of course, you are correct in that without evidence it is difficult - little has survived within Pompeii to confirm what types of looms they may or may not have used.    
JOURNAL ARTICLE - The Roman Horizontal Loom by John Wild (accessed through JSTOR) should be read in conjunction with Charlotte Clark's JSTOR article entitled Egpytian Weaving in 2000 BC - did the Romans use the horizontal loom like Egyptian men whereas Greek women did most of the weaving and again Herodotus is noted to have commented on the differences between male and female weavers and the types and methods used.  http://www.rwaag.org/weaving also confirms that Greeks used vertical looms with warp strings stretched with weights.  Hence, there is a connection here between the methods used.  
 In the riots in AD 59 in Pompeii, Tacitus records in his annals that "Pompeiani collegiaque, quae contra leges instituerant, dissoluta" so this again raises a possibility that certain groups were indeed banned from operating after the riots.  Again, you are right in that if no evidence has been found to date it does not mean it is not hidden still to confirm that collegia of weavers existed but is there the possibility here that they could have been part of the group that were banned by Tacitus and that is why the evidence is so scarce?  
 
In Joanne Berry's book (published in 2010) on page 131 there is mention of a wall painting and electoral programmata on the workshop of Verecundus "elect as dummvir Holconius Priscus ...".  Looking at further evidence from photos dated May 2010, from building excavation at I.6.7, programmata CIL IV 7164 also refers to the same man - The fullers all ask for Holconius Priscus as duumvir.   Therefore, this is what got me thinking that the fullers and Verecundus were both supporting Priscus.  
 
Now, following from there, the building excavated at I.2.23 is a taverna belonging to Verecundus - a rather modest shop with its use unknown, but to the left of the entrance door is evidence that this house belonged to Verecundus.   Is this the same man who supports Priscus later on or just a coincidence?  I then looked further at the building that Joanne Berry was referring to and buildings numbered IX.7.6 and IX.7.5 (to where the programmata referred to by Joanne Berry is seen) belongs to a workshop and house by a man named Verecundus.  Therefore the individual named Verecundus did leave programmata on his workshop in support of Priscus although he may or may not be the same man who owned the modest taverna at I.2.23
 
I am wondering if Verecundus owned I.2.23 and as he became wealthy and business grew he then progressed to a more affluent area at the Via dell'Abondanza.  Furthermore another building has been partially excavated at IX.7.7 also thought to be part of the buildings owned by Verecundus.  Evidence = 
The fullers' work is depicted in a painting at the entrance to the workshops of Verecundus, which also made rather expensive clothing.
A graffito found there mentions a tunica lintea aurata, (CIL IV 9083).
This was a garment made of linen with inserts made of spun gold.
This is in addition to a painting of Mercury within the same complex who was known to be the god of shopkeepers and merchants.  Put together with the additional evidence of the felt workers painting within the same complex again, we believe that Verecundus was a renowned clothes merchant and weaver. 
Therefore, the whole picture is that the Romans possibly took up the weaving methods from the Egyptians and hence the men did indeed (as you say) become more engaged than the women in this based on the works of Herodotus and the types of looms used.  There is a lot of Egyptian evidence and links to Egyptian life within Pompeii to show that the Romans respected and took on parts of this culture.  
After the riots of AD59, Tacitus banned some collegia and it is therefore possible that the weavers, fullers, etc., were one of those.  If Verecundus is indeed the same individual who once owned a modest shop and then owned a large clothes making workshop a little later, this may point to his success and wealth and the fact that he is said to have woven a linen garment (again alludes to Epyptian culture) made of spun gold, this surely must have been for the wealthy and not worn by a slave.  
